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SPEECH  OF  MR.  CLAY  OF  ALABAMA. 


MB.  POINSETT’S  REPORT. 

]n  Senate,  Saturday,  June  13,  1840 — On  the  motion 
of  Mr.  Roane  to  print  20,000  copies  of  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  on  the  Militia. 

Mr.  CLAY  of  Alabama  rose,  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Crittenden  of  Kentucky,  and  Mr.  Preston  of 
South  C.uolina,  and  said: 

Mr.  President:  This  debate  has  assumed  a most 
extraordinary  characier.  The  simple  question  now 
before  the  Senate  is,  whether  20,000  extra  copies  of 
the  report  ofthe  Committee  on  the  Militia,  upon  the 
plan  submitted  by  the  Secretary  of  War  for  their 
reorganization  and  discipline,  shall  be  printed? 
With  that  question  alone  before  the  Senate,  what 
a discursive  range  have  gentlemen  thought  proper 
to  give  to  the  discussion  ! The  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  [Mr.  Preston,]  and  the  Senator  fiom 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Crittenden,]  have  both  com- 
plained that  the  report  of  ihe  committee  is  to  be 
printed  and  sent  out  before  the  question  is  tried. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  C.  what  question  is  to  be  tried? 
Not  whether  the  plan  of  the  Secretary  of  War  is  to 
be  adopted  and  carried  out.  Not  whether  any 
former  projet  of  General  Knox,  Geneial  Harrison, 
or  of  any  other  person,  whose  plans  are  treated  of 
in  the  report,  shall  be  sanctioned  by  the  Senate. 
No,  sir;  the  report  of  the  committee  expressly  iepu- 
diafes  all  those  plans.  After  going  through  a detail 
and  examination  of  the  various  projels,  recom- 
mended and  propos.d  by  different  individuals  ol 
the  Executive  and  Leg'siative  departments,  the 
committee  expressly  declare — 

11  With  so  litany  instances  of  fruitless  attempts  to  change  our 
militia  system  before  them,  yourcomm’ttee  are  not  prepared  to 
adopt  the  plan  recomm»ivted  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  nor  to 
make  any  other  material  change  in  the  organization  and  disci- 
pline of  the  militia,  at  present.1' 

It  is  thus  demonstrated  that  the  committee  are 
opposed  to  the  adoption  of  Mr.  Poinsett’s  plan,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  opposed  to  any  other  material 
change  of  our  system;  and  the  only  proposition 
they  submit  to  the  Senate,  is,  “ that  the  committee 
be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the 
subject.” 

The  only  question  for  immediate  consideration 
is,  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr. 
Soane,]  to  print  the  20,000  extra  copies  of  the  re- 
port. In  this  there  is  nothing  unusual — it  is  the 
practice  of  every  day.  Does  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  deny  that  the  facts  set  forth  are 
true?  I do  not  understand  him  to  do  so;  nor  has 
he  pointed  out  any  errors  of  fact.  His  complaints 
all  go  to  the  views  and  opinions  of  the  committee 
upon  those  facts.  Whether  they  be  correct,  or  not, 
■will  be  submitted  toj  the  country  for  determination; 
and  Mr.  C.  said  with  that  tribunal  he  was  willing 
to  rest  the  question. 

While  the  S natbr*  from  South  Carolina  admits 
he  had  read  the  iet  ort  of  the  commut  e,  Mr.  C. 
said,  he  was  persuaded  the  gentleman  had  not  ex- 
amined its  contents  with  much  attention,  else  he 
would  not  have  complained  that  the  committee  had 
not  set  forth  the  plan  submitted  by  the  Executive, 
“ nor  any  analysis  of  it.”  S i;l  less  would  he  h rve 
complained  that  the  committee  had  not  given  their 
opinion  of  it.  It  is  true,  said  Mr.  C.  the  report 


does  not  set  forth  the  entire  projet  of  the  Secretary 
of  War,  nor  was  it  at  all  usual  to  pursue  that 
course,  more  especially  in  regard  to  documents  of 
such  considerable  length,  and  when,  too,  that  paper 
had  been  sent  forth  on  the  wings  of  the  wind,  and 
circulated  far  and  wide,  not  only  through  the 
Whig  papers,  from  the  Aroostook  to  the  Sabine, 
but  by  the  celebrated  Executive  Committee,  com- 
posed of  his  political  friends,  with  the  portentous 
aud  alarming  caption,  in  Romancapital-:  “ PLAN 
OF  THE  STANDING  ARMY  OF  200,000  MEN, 
SUBMITTED  TO  CONGRESS  BY  THE 
SECRE  f'AUY  OF  WAR,  AND  RECOMMEN- 
DED BY  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNI- 
TED STATES.” 

Mr  C.  said,  perhaps  the  committee  had  not  given, 
so  minute  or  extended  an  analysts  of  the  Secreta- 
ry’s plan,  as  the  astute  and  learned  gentleman 
would  have  given  it  had  the  task  devolved  on 
him;  but  they  certainly  had  not  omitted  it  alto- 
gether. They  had  given  the  general  outline  of  the 
plan,  in  the  first  place,  showing  into  how  many 
classes  the  whole  body  of  the  militia  were  to  be  di- 
vided. Toey  had  shown  within  what  ages  militia 
duly  was  to  be  performed.  They  had  shown  the 
amount  and  character  of  individual  burdens  which 
were  ’o  be  borne;  as  regaided arming  themselves, and 
the  time  they  were  to  be  mustered  or  trained.  They 
had  shown  to  what  extent  they  were  to  be  armed 
and  equipped  at  the  public  expense,  and  to  what 
extent  at  their  own  expense.  And  they  bad  shown 
that  the  Secretary  proposed  paying,  as  well  as  arm- 
ing and  subiisting  the  whole  of  the  active  class, 
whne  they  were  being  trained.  Yet  the  gentleman 
says  the  committee  has  given  no  analysts  of  the 
Secretary’s  plan!  So,  he  said,  we  had  given  no  opi- 
nion of  it — when  the  report  shows  we  wholly  re- 
jected it.  I trust  the  Senator  will  do  the  committee 
the  justice  to  make  these  corrections  when  he  comes 
to  write  out  his  speech  for  publication. 

Mr.  C.  said  he  thought  he  knew  what  sort  of  re- 
port would  have  been  satisfactory  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  and  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky; and  he  would  submit  it  to  the  candor  of 
those  gentlemen  and  their  friends  to  say  whether  he 
was  not  correct.  If  the  committee  had  intended  to 
hit  the  taste  and  meet  the  approbation  of  the  gen- 
tlemen, they  should  have  reported,  in  substance — 
that  the  Secretary’s  proj  t was  entirely  new,  unpre- 
cedented, aud  unparalleled  in  the  history  of  our 
own,  or  of  any  other  Republican  Government, 
from  the  foundation  of  the  world — ihai  it  was  a 
bold  and  reckless  atiempt  at  the  unhallowed  usur- 
pation of  all  power;  military  as  well  as  civil — that 
it  was  nothing  less  than  an  artfully  deviled  scheme 
of  the  pre-ent  occupant  of  the  Whit-:  H use,  to 
create  a s'andiiigarmy  of  200,000  men,  wuh  whose 
aid  he  intended  to  hold  on  to  the  Government, 
whether  re  elected  or  not,  and  to  establish  a ctuel 
and  absolute  despotism  over  the  good  people  of  this 
country,  on  the  ruins  of  the  Constitution  ! And 
they  should  have  concluded  by  calling  on  the  peo- 
ple to  rally  in  the  defence  of  their  rights  and  re- 
lieve their  country,  from  the  impending  danger ! If 
the  committee  had  so  rported,  Mr.  C.  sa  d he 
would  venture  the  most  confident  opinion  that  there 
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would  have  been  no  complaint  that  they  had  not  set  I 
forth  the  report  of  the  Secretary,  nor  given  any  ana- 
lysis thereof.  Not  only  would  all  censure  have  been 
hushed  into  silence,  but  the  committee  would  have 
been  lauded  for  their  intelligence,  their  patriotism, 
and  independence.  Nay,  sir,  they  would  have  been 
admitted  into  the  modern  Yvfhig  church,  without 
giving  in  any  other  experience,  and  without  any 
further  pledge  of  “uncompromising  hostility  to  the 
re-election  of  Mr.  Van  Buren.” 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  moved  to 
print  Mr.  Poinsett’s  plan — for  what?  Not  because 
there  was  to  be  any  action  upon  it,  at  the  instance 
of  any  friend  of  the  Administration,  or  of  any 
body  else;  the  simple  question  was,  whether  the 
committee  should  be  discharged  from  its  further 
consideration;  to  which  there  would  be  no  objec- 
tion, it  might  be  presumed,  from  any  quatter. 
What  motive,  then,  eould  tnere  be  now  for  print- 
ing the  Secretary’s  report!  Mr.  C.  said  he  could 
imagine  no  motive,  except  for  political  effect;  and 
he  thought  this  sufficiently  evinced  by  the  Senator’s 
resistance  of  his  [Mr.  C.’s]  motion  to  print  the  se- 
veral reports  of  General  Harrison,  with  that  of 
Mr.  Poinsett.  By  that  cour-e,  he  said,  it  would  be 
made  apparent,  that  Mr.  Poinsett’s  plan  was  not 
the  only  one  obnoxious  to  the  censures  and  denun- 
ciations of  that  Senator  and  his  friends;  but  that 
his  distinguished  friend  of  “Noith  Bend”  (to 
whose  service  he  believed  the  Senator  had  “devoted 
his  time,  talents,  and  purse,”)  had  gone  fully  as 
far — nay,  far  beyond  any  ot  those  who  had  pre- 
ceded, or  come  after  him.  The  effect  of  this 
course  would  be  to  give  the  light  of  truth  to  the 
country  upon  the  much  distort'd  and  misrepresent- 
ed plan  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  ensure  the 
award  of  justice  to  that  much  injured  individual, 
as  well  as  to  the  President.  I ask  (said  Mr.  C.)  if 
they  are  to  suffer  condemnation  for  doing  that 
which  others  have  done  with  impunity,  and,  per- 
haps, without  even  censure!  I demand  whether 
the  President  and  Secretary  are  to  be  denounced  for 
following  in  the  footsteps  of  the  father  of  his  coun- 
try! For,  as  our  report  shows,  the  plan  of  Gene- 
ral Knox,  which  was  expressly  approved  and 
adopted  by  General  Washington,  is  the  basis  of 
Mr.  Poinsett’s  plan.  And,  more  especially,  are 
the  Senators  from  South  Carolina  and  Kentucky 
fit  accusers  on  this  occasion,  when  they  are  endea- 
voring to  elevate  to  the  Chief  Magistracy,  a man 
who  has  outstripped  all  others  in  the  extravagance 
of  his  views  and  propositions  on  this  subject! 

Is  Mr.  Poinsett  in  favor  of  “camps  of  disci- 
pline!” ss>  is  General  Harrison.  In  his  report  of 
1817,  repeated  in  1819,  he  alludes  to  the  “error, 
indeed,  common  to  all  the  militia  systems  in  use  in 
the  United  States,  that  the  periods  of  training  were 
too  short  and  too  distant  from  each  other,  to  pro- 
duce much  benefit.”  He  adds:  “To  remedy  this 
defect,  five  camps  of  discipline  have  been  recom- 
mended.” The  same  views  are  expressed  in  his 
letter  to  Governor  Scott  of  Kentucky,  as  will  pre- 
sently appear. 

Is  Mr.  Poinsett  in  favor  of  training  100,000 
militia!  so  is  General  Harrison.  In  his  Puerto 
Governor  Scott,  written  at  “Vincennes,  10h  of 
March,  1809,”  while  he  was  Governor  of  Indiana, 
he  alludes  to  his  having  then  “recommended  camps 


bearing  arms.”  He  also  remarks:  “Professor- 
ships of  tactics  should  be  established  in  all  our 
seminaries” — the  same  idea  inculcated  in  his  re- 
ports made  in  Congress,  in  1817  and  1819,  where- 
in the  sune  plan,  extended  to  primary  schools,  is 
distinctly  proposed,  (as  shown  in  the  report  of  the 
committee,)  and  the  military  education  of  ‘ all  the 
youth  of  the  United  States”  at  the  public  expense. 
When  gentlemen  speak  of  monstrosities,  and  me- 
ditated infractions  of  the  Constitution,  I beg  them 
to  bear  this  in  mind,  and  show  from  what  clause 
of  the  Constitution  is  derived  this  stupendous  plan 
for  “the  education  of  all  the  youth  of  the  United 
States,”  3<nd  “the  whole  expense  of  the  establish- 
ment to  be  borne  by  the  public  Treasury?” 

But,  Mr.  President,  to  the  point  of  training 
100,000  militia  at  the  public  expense,  which  is  a 
distinct  proposition,  independent  of  the  four  or  five 
millions  of  dollars,  which  would  now  be  annually 
expended  for  the  military  education  of  all  the  youth, 
of  the  United  Slates.  In  the  same  letter  of  Gene- 
ral Harrison  to  Governor  Scott,  he  remarks: 

“ It  will,  no  doubt,  be  urged  as  a reason  for  continuing  the  old: 
plan,  (of  mustering  the  militia  for  short  periods,)  that  the 
poorer  class  of  citizens  cannot  spare  fire  or  six  weeks  in  a 
year  from  their  farms,  to  learn  military  duty.  I know  they 
cannot  without  being  paid.  But  is  riot  our  Government  ableto 
pay  them?” 

Remember  this  was  more  than  thirty  one  years 
ago;  when  our  fiscal  resources  were  not  half  equal 
to  what  they  now  are;  and  how  does  he  answer  the 
questio!  “Is  not  ourGovernment  able  to  pay  them!” 
He  immediately  follows  the  question  by  this  an- 
swer: “If  not,  they  ought  to  make  themselves  so, 
by  laying  on  additional  taxes.” 

What  think  you,  Mr.  President,  of  that  idea  for 
a “retrenchment  and  reform  candidate  for  the  Pre- 
sidency!” If  the  Government  is  not  able  to  pay 
the  expense  of  mustering  the  militia  for  five  or  six 
weeks  in  the  year,  “they  ought  to  make  themselves 
so,  by  laying  on  additional  taxes.”  Such  are 
General  Harrison’s  view's  of  economy  ! However, 
let  us  give  him  the  benefit  of  his  own  argument, 
which  follow'-: 

“But  I am  persuaded  that  the  money,  which  is  devoted  to 
other  objects,  might  be  more  usefully,  and  certainly  more  con- 
sistently, applied  to  this  purpose.  Under  our  present  circum- 
stances, the  six  thousand  regular  troops  we  have,  are  very  pro- 
per, but  I think  that  one  hundred  thousand  disciplined  militi* 
would  be  better,  and  that  the  money  which  is  spent  in  the  form 
er,  would  soon  effect  the  discipline  of  the  latter.  Iamfarfrom 
thinking  a fleet  unnecessary,  and  there  is  no  man  who  altaches 
more  importance  to  the  improvement  of  our  country  by  canals, 
and  roads." 

Thus,  sir,  (said  Mr.  Clay,)  if  Mr.  Poinsett  is 
for  training  the  militia  annually,  for  a period  not 
exceeding  thirty  days,  General  Harrison  is  for  train- 
ing them  five  or  six  weeks.  The  maximum  of  the 
of  the  iormer  is  thirty  days;  that  ef  the  latter  is 
forty-two  days. 

Is  Mr.  Poinsett  in  favor  of  paying  the  militia 
for  the  time  spent  in  training!  So  is  General  Har- 
rison; and,  if  the  money  be  not  in  the  Treasury.,, 
it  ought  to  be  raised  “by  laying  on  additional 
taxes.” 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  h?s  even: 
seized  upon  particular  words — such  as,  when  the 
men  are  being  trained,  they  are  spoken  of  as  be- 
ing in  “service,”  and  as  being  “paid”  for  their 
services,  and  furnished  “rations,”  &c.  Such  are 
the  expedients  to  which  the  gentleman  resorts  to 
excite  and  to  keep  up  prejudices,  and  sustain  the 
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Mr.  C.  said  he  would  not  spend  much  lime  in  I 
combating  such  arguments  as  these;  he  would, 
howevfir,  remind  thq  gentleman?  rtf  a",  maxim, 
with  which,  from  hi?  ”pr<>fes?;«h;  'he  shotiid  tie  fa-' 
miliar — qui  hceret  in  literii,  liceret'  in  cortice— and 
that,  in  placing  a construction  upon  a sentence  or 
paragraph,  at  all  doubtfai  "op,  cthi'ctfre,  refer'eriCe, 
should  always  be  had’  -to  ; the,  oo'Steirt.  gurshirig. 
this  principle,  it  would  bd  VerJ'  obvious  that  the 
terms  which  he  had  noticed,  were  applied  to  the 
time,  subsistence,  and  remuneration  of  the  corps 
to  be  disciplined.  But  (Mr.  C.  said)  if  the  gen- 
tleman would  put  himself  to  the  trouble  of  ex- 
amination, he  might  find  precedent  enough  lor 
the  use  of  such  terms  in  the  same  high  autho- 
rity— the  resolution,  letter,  and  reports  of  his  fa- 
vorite chief,  (General  Harrison,)  as  well  as  in 
the  report  of  General  Knox.  Mr.  C.  said  he 
thought  it  should  be  sufficient  to  exempt  Mr. 
Poinsett  from  very  severe  censure,  or  reproach, 
with  any  friend  of  General  Harrison,  to  show 
that  he  was  sustained  by  his  example;  and  he 
would  be  glad  to  know  from  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  how  it  was  that  he  could  condemn 
the  Secretary  of  War  with  such  unsparing  bit- 
terness for  his  projet;  and,  in  the  same  breaih, 
sing  pseans  of  unqualified  praise  in  behalf  of  his 
great  Whig  leader,  who  had  gone  immeasurably 
farther? 

If  additional  evidence  were  required  to  show  the 
ultra  views  of  General  Harrison  upon  the  subj=ct 
of  training  and  disciplining  the  militia,  it  is  to  be 
f found  in  his  proposition  to  extend  the  power  al- 
ready conferred  on  r he  General  Government  by  an 
amendment  of  the  Constitut  on,  which  he  offered  in 
j the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  Slates 
on  the  28th  February,  1817;  and  again  at  the  en- 
suing session  of  Congress,  so  determined  was  he 
on  his  purpose.  Omitting  the  preamble,  which  is 
merely  formal,  the  amendment  proposed  is  in  the 
following  words: 

“Congress  shall,  concurrently  with  the  States,  have  power 
to  provide  fortraining  the  militia,  according  to  the  discipline 
prescribed  for  that  purpose,  and,  whilst  engaged  in  that  service, 
they  shall  be  subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  prescribed 
for  the  government  of  the  mili  ia  when  in  ihe  military  service 
of  the  United  States;  and,  also,  to  provide  for  teaching,  in  the 
primary  schools  and  other  seminariesof  learning  in  the  several 
.States,  the  system  of  discipline  prescribed  for  the  militia.” 

Sir,  what  an  immense  accumulation  of  power 
to  the  General  Government  was  here  sought  to  be 
effected!  Nothing  less  than  the  power  now  be- 
longing to  the  States,  which,  added  to  that  already 
possessed  by  Congress,  under  the  Constitution  as 
it  is,  would  have  eventuated  in  nothing  short  of 
consolidation.  The  committee  have  given  their 
construction  of  it  in  their  report;  I yet  believe  it  to 
be  sound,  and,  as  neither  its  accuracy  nor  justice 
has  been  questioned  by  the  friends  of  General 
Harrison,  so  far  as  I have  heard,  I will  here  adopt 
it  as  my  own.  The  committee  remark: 

“It  will  be  borne  in  mind,  that  the  existing  provision  of  the 
Constitution  expressly  reserves ‘to  the  States,  respectively,  the 
appointment  of  the  officers,  and  authority  of  training  the  mili- 
tia, according  to  the  discipline  prescribed  by  Congress.’  The 
object  of  the  proposed  amendment  of  the  Constitution,  which 
■will  be  found  appended  to  this  report,  was  to  give  Congress, 
‘concurrently  with  the  States,’  the  ‘power  to  provide  for  train- 
ing the  militia,’  and  furtherdeclaring,  that  ‘whilst  engaged  in 
that  service  [that  is,  being  trained]  they  shall  be  subject  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  for  the  government  of  the  mi- 
litia, when  in  the  militaty  service  of  the  United  Stales,”  &c. 

“The  effect  of  this  amendment  to  the  Constitution,  if  it  had 
been  adopted,  would  have  been  to  concede  to  the  authorities  of 


| the  General  Government,  whenever  it  might  be  deemed  expe- 
dient to  exercise  it,  the  most  ample  power  to  train  and  disci- 
pline the  militia,  in  such  manner,  and  for  such  length  of  time, 
ei.Csngress  might  have  directed  or  authorized,  limited  only  by 
Chrir  discretion.'  Conferring  on  Congress,  in  general  terms, 
..poTOeocfteourretitiy  with  the  States— and,  of  course,  to  the  same 
extent — discretionary  authority  might  have  been  given  to  the 
President,  or  any  other  functionary  of  the  General  Government, 
-t.)  have  trained'  the  militia,  in  any  number,  at  any  place,  at  any 
kelson, iand  Jbr  any  portion  of  the  year.  Further,  it  would  have 
subjected  them,  expressly,  while  being  trained  or  disciplined,  to> 
ihe  same  ■ rules  ’find  regulations  prescribed  for  he  government 
of  the  militia,  when  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  Sates;’ 
in  other  words,  it  would  have  subjected  them,  in  time  of  peace, 
and  when  assembled  for  the  mere  purpose  of  being  trained  or 
disciplined  to  ■ the  rules  and  articles  of  war.’  ” 

Let  it  be  remembered,  sir,  that  when  this  amend- 
ment was  offered,  the  rules  and  articles  of  war  per- 
mitted severe  and  ignominious  corporal  punish- 
ments to  be  inflicted  on  regular  soldiers  tor  many 
offences  considered  trivial  by  those  in  private  life. 
What  a stretch  of  power,  to  inflict  such  punish- 
ments on  militia,  for  slight  insubordination,  or 
trifling  derelictions  of  duly,  whilst  being  trained  in. 
time  of  peace ! 

But,  Mr.  President,  (said  Mr.  C ) I must  pause 
in  my  reply  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,, 
till  1 make  some  answer  to  a portion  of  the  re- 
marks which  fell  from  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
lucky,  who,  I regret,  is  not  now  in  his  scat.  The 
other  day,  amongst  other  remarks  I had  the  ho- 
nor to  submit,  on  this  same  subject,  without  any 
intention  to  provoke  a debate  on  the  political  prin- 
ciple? of  General  Harrison,  in  reply  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina,  I expressed  my  surprise 
that  he,  professing  the  principles  of  a State  Rights 
politician,  could  enter  so  warmly  into  the  support 
of  a “black  cockade  Federalist.”  The  lemark 
was  casual  and  incidental,  and  it  was  not  then, 
my  purpose  to  dwell  upon  the  subject  any  further. 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  however,  seems  to 
have  determined  not  to  suffer  the  remark  to  pass 
by  unnoticed — for  he  has  obviously,  with  some 
preparation,  entered  into  a formal  defence  of  Ge- 
neral Harrison’s  political  character,  and  has 
brought  forward  evidence  to  exculpate  him  from, 
the  charge.  I am  not  accustomed  to  make  impu- 
tations against  any  man,  unless  upon  grounds  at 
least  satisfactory,  to  myself;  and,  whenever  I am. 
charged  with  so  doing,  I feel  bound  to  sustain  the 
accusation,  or  to  make  th e amende  honorable.  I am 
not  disposed  to  depart  from  that  rule  on  this  occa- 
sion; and,  as  I confidently  believe  the  charge  to- 
be  well  founded,  I shall  endeavor  to  sustain  it. 

In  allusion  to  my  remark,  the  Senator  from. 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Crittenden]  deprecated  the  terms 
employed,  which  were  no  other  than  those  I have, 
mentioned,  as  approbrious  epithets.  However 
they  may  be  politically,  they  certainly  are  not  per- 
sonally approbrious,  and  were  not  so  intended, 
when  used  by  me.  But,  sir,  the  time  was,  when* 
so  far  from  being  regarded  as  odious,  or  offensive, 
the  name  of  Federalist  was  courted  by  many  of  the- 
distinguished  men  of  this  country  as  highly  hono- 
rable. As  a political  party  name,  it  had  its  origin, 
with  the  Constitution  itself.  This  country  then* 
as  it  always  has  been,  was  divided  into  two  great 
parties.  One  of  those  parties  was  in  favor  of  so 
framing  the  Constito  ion,  as  to  centralize  all  pos- 
sible power  in  the  Federal,  or  General  Govern- 
ment; they  objected  to  the  Constitution  because  it 
did  not  give  sufficient  power,  and  therefore  took. 
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the  name  of  Federal  party.  The  other  party  was 
.opposed  to  building  up  too  stroDg  a Government 
- here,  and,  on  that  ground,  many  of  the  distin- 
guished sages  and  patriots  of  the  Revolution  depre- 
cated the  adoption  of  the  Constitution — they  <bV 
lieved  it  delegated  too  much  power— they  were  is 
favor  of  retaining  more  power  with  the  States — 
and  were  then  called  the  Republican  or  Psmecrqbc 
party.  Notwithstanding  the  opposition,  -of'  rnstey 
of  the  latter  parly,  however,  the  Cdnstiusttoniwas 
adopted.  Yet  the  contest  between  these  patties 
did  not  end  here.  No  sooner  was  the  Govern- 
ment organized,  than  the  Federalists,  those  who 
had  been  in  favor  of  giving  great  powers  to  this 
Government  by  express  delegation,  began  a struggle 
to  extend  its  powers  by  construction.  The  Re- 
publicans insisted  that  the  Government  should  be 
restricted  to  the  powers  expressly  delegated,  and  those 
absolutely  necessary  and  proper  for  carrying  them 
.into  execution.  The  Federalists  maintained,  most 
absurdly,  as  the  other  party  has  always  believed,  that 
the  words  “promote  the  general  welfare,”  in  the  pre- 
amble to  the  Constitution,  constituted  a substantive 
and  distinct  grant  of  power,  when  it  was  merely 
amongst  the  inducements  to  the  actual  delegation  ; 
of  power,  which  followed  in  the  body  of  the  instru- 
ment. This  was  the  plain  line  of  jiemarkation  be- 
tween the  two  great  political  parties,  at  the  founda- 
tion of  the  Government;  and,  sir,  it  has  continued 
down  to  the  present  day.  The  first  United  States 
Bank,  and  other  kindred  measures,  during  the 
Administration  of  General  Washington,  were 
those  of  the  Federal  party,  headed  by  Hamilton, 
and  designed  to  enlarge  and  increase  the  power  of 
this  Government.  The  alien  and  sedition  laws, 
for  whose  constitutionality  no  one  is  now  bold 
enough  to  contend,  and  the  large  standing  army  of 
the  elder  Adams,  with  ihe  badge  called  the  “black 
cockade,”  were  the  distinguishing  characteristics 
of  his  administration;  and  to  call  a man  a “black 
cockade  Federalist,”  is  simply  to  designate  him  as  a 
friend  and  supporter  of  that  Administration.  This, 
sir,  is  what  I intended,  when  I applied  the  name  to 
General  Harrison — no  more. 

Now,  sir,  the  question  arises,  did  the  facts  justi- 
fy me  in  so  characterizing  him?  I do  not  hesitate 
to  maintain,  they  did;  and  I go  further,  and  will 
show  by  proofs,  most  conclusive  and  satisfactory, 
that  the  whole  history  of  his  subsequent  political 
life  has  but  gone  to  confirm  and  stamp  that  cha- 
racter upon  him.  Upon  what  evidence  do  I rely 
to  convict  him  of  black  cockade  Federalism?  It  is 
this:  In  the  first  place,  the  evidence  of  the  late 
John  Randolph  of  Virginia,  who  charged  lvm  to 
his  teeth,  upon  this  very  floor  of  the  Senate,  with 
having  been  “an  open,  zealous,  frank  supporter  of 
the  sedition  law,  and  biack  cockade  Administra- 
tion.” And  did  General  Hari  is  on  deny  the  charge? 
Did  he,  as  an  innocent  man,  feeling  the  imputation 
to  be  opprobrious  and  unwarrantable,  repel  it,  and 
roundly  contradict  Mr.  Randolph,  and  defy  him  to 
the  proof?  No,  sir;  no.  Li-ten  to  his  qualified, 
evasive,  and  dish  genuOus  answer: 

“Mr.  Harrison  said  that  he  could  not  refrain  from  making  his 
acknowledgments  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  lor  the  no- 
tice  he  had  been  pleased  to  ta  te  of  him.  He  has  been  pleased 
to  say  that,  in  the  administration  of  Mr.  Adams,  I was  a Fede- 
ralist, and  he  comes  to  that  conclusion  from  the  course  pursued 
by  me  in  the  session  of  1793-1800,  At  that  session,  the  gentle- 


man and  myself  met  for  the  first  time— he  in  the  station  of  Re 
presentative  from  Virginia,  and  I in  the  more  humble  one  of 
Delegate  from  the  Northwestern  Territory.  Having  no  vote, 
I did  not  think  it  proper  to  take  part  in  the  discussion  of  any 
of  the  great  political  questions  which  divided  the  two  parties. 
My  bfts^neW^g'tcdp&c-Ore'tSv'pEissage  ol  the  bills  which  I 
had  n.'roi.uce.f  far  lint  bctneicfo?  :)e  people  1 represented.  The 
tg&skSeman  he'd  ho  matins  sfhnouting  my  political  principles, 
unless  he  obtained  them  in  private  conversation.  As  1 was 
upon  terms  of  intimacy  with  the  gentleman , it  is  very  pro r 
habfre  that  he  anight  have  iKurd  me  express  sentiments  favo- 
\j.abtf.  to  i!ie  Administration'.  1 certainly  felt  them — so 
f<&,\nt  least,  as-to  pursued  by  it  in  relation  to  the 

Government  of  France."  Nor  (said  Mr.  II.)  was  1 unsup - 
ported  in  that  opinion  by  those  who  had  a right  to  control  my 
actions,  if  not  my  opinions.  In  no  part  of  the  country  were 
those  measures  more  decidedly  approbated  than  hy  my  imme- 
diate constituents — the  Legislature  of  the  Northwestern  Terri- 
tory; as  the  address  of  that  body  to  the  President  during  that 
session  will  show.  For  Mr.  Adams  (said  Mr.  II  ) I entertained 
at  that  time,  and  have  ever  since  entertained , the  greatest 
respect.  I believed  him  to  be  an  honest  man  and  a pure  pa- 
triot, and  his  conduct  during  that  session  proved  him  to  be 
such.  This  opinion  I know  (said  Mr.  H.)  was  entertained  by 
those  two  able  and  upright  statesmen , John  Marshall  and 
James  A.  Bayard.’-' 

In  this  extract  from  General  Harrison’s  reply 
to  Mr.  Randolph,  he  says:  “Having  no  vote,  I 
did  not  think  it  proper  to  take  part  in  the  discussion 
of  any  of  the  great  political  questions  which  di- 
vided the  two  parties.”  Was  not  the  standing  ar- 
my of  John  Adams,  and  its  reduction,  one  of  “the 
great  political  questions  which  divided  the  two  par- 
ries?” Who  can  deny  it?.  I would  hazard  little  in 
saying,  there  is  not  a man  now  living  in  the  United 
States,  who  was  then  an  intelligent  boy  of  ten  years 
old,  who  does  not  know  that  the  large  standing  ar- 
my of  the  elder  - Adams  was  one  of  the  prominent 
measures  of  his  Administration.  It  was  cause  of 
great  alarm  to  the  whole  Republican  party — nay, 
sir,  to  all  the  friends  of  constitutional  liberty — that 
with  the  then  limited  resources  of  the  country,  Us 
Government  in  the  hands  of  those  who  had  endea- 
vored, in  the  very  formation  of  the  Constitution, 
to  aggregate  and  centralize  in  it  all  power,  and  iri 
a time  of  peace,  that  a law  : mould  have  been  pass- 
ed, in  little  more  than  a year  after  the  commence- 
ment of  that  Administration,  “to  augment  the  ar- 
my of  the  United  States”  to  the  amount  of  “twelve 
additional  regiments  of  infantry,  and  six  troops  of 
light  dragoons,  and  to  appoint  two  Major  Generals, 
an  Inspector  General,  three  Brigadier  Generals., 
and  an  Adjutant  General.”  Why,  sir,  l have  not 
had  time  to  turn  to  the  act  and  ascertain  the  pre- 
cise number  of  men  to  a regiment,  but  if  the  same 
number  was  then  required,  as  now,  to  constitute 
one,  each  regiment  contained  more  than  seven 
hundred  men,  and  twelve  regiments  of  infantry,, 
and  six  troops  of  light  dragoon.?,  would  have 
amounted  to  an  addition  of  nine  thousand  meny 
and  probably  augmenting  the  whole  army  to 
twelve  thousand.  We  must  have  quadrupled  oux 
resources  since  that  period,  and  our  need  of  regular 
troops  has  perhaps  increased  in  proportion.  We 
have  been,  since  the  commencement  of  this  Admi- 
nistration, as  much  in  danger  of  a war  with  Great 
Botain,  as  we  then  were  in  danger  of  a war  with 
France.  Suppose  Mr.  Van  Baren  had  called  far 
a proportionate  augmentation  of  the  standing  ar- 
my, it  would  have  meteased  it  to  fifty  thousand 
men  ! What  Republican,  what  patriot,  would  not 
have  had  cause  of  alarm?  Why,  sir,  even  the  Op- 
position, the  Federal  party  of  the  p esent  day,  as 
they  are  out  of  power,  would  have  sounded  the. 
toc<in  of  alarm  throughout  the  mountains  and  val= 
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leys  of  this  wide  spread  Confederacy,  and  would 
have  called  on  the  people  to  come  to  the  rescue. 
Whether  they  would,  or  not,  sure  I am,  that  every 
Democrat  would  have  denoanced  the  President  as 
a deserter  from  his  professed  principles,  and  have 
abandoned  his  support  forever. 

Then,  sir,  it  is  fair  to  set  down  the  proposition 
pending  in'January,  1800, to  repeal  the  law  creating 
the  standing  army  of  the  elder  Adams,  as  one  of 
“the  great  political  questions  which  divided  the  two 
parties” — the  declaration  of  General  Harrison  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding;  and  against  that 
proposition  he  voluntarily  made  a speech  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  on 
rfae  9th  of  January,  1800. 

In  the  same  speech,  made  in  the  Senate  in  reply 
to  Mr.  Randolph’s  charge  that  he  was  “an  open, 
zealous,  and  frank  supporter  of  the  sedition  law, 
and  black  cockade  Administration,”  General  Har- 
rison also  made  this  remark:  “The  gentleman  [Mr. 
Randolph]  had  no  means  of  knowing  my  political 
principles,  unless  he  obtained  them  in  private  con- 
versation.” Yet  he  made  the  speech  in  support  of 
the  standing  army,  as  already  mentioned,  and  un- 
necessarily, I may  add,  except  to  show  his  “zeal” 
in  support  of  “the  sedition  law  and  black  cockade 
Administration” — as,  being  authorized  to  give  no 
vote,  he,  of  course,  had  none  to  explain.  But,  af- 
ter these  disingenuous  attempts  at  evasion,  he 
makes  a contingent  confession,  by  saying:  “As  I 
was  upon  terms  of  intimacy  with  the  gentleman, 
[Mr.  Randolph,]  it  is  very  probable  that  he  might 
have  heard  ms  express  sentiments  favorable  to  the 
then  Administration.”  And  he  concludes  his  reply 
on  this  point,  by  the  avowal  of  his  belief  in  the 
pure  panioti  m of  Mr.  Adams,  and  bringing  to  his 
support  the  concurrence  of  “those  two  able  and 
uptight  statesmen,  John  Marshall  and  James  A. 
Bayard” — two  gentlemen  distinguished  for  ultra 
federalism  tnroughout  their  lives!  Is  it  not  a 1 1 - 
tie  singular  that  general  Harrison  npver  bri  igs  for- 
ward a Republican  witness  ro  prove  his  own  Re- 
publicanism? We  have  had  exhibited,  in  the 
cour.-e  of  this  debate,  the  certificate  of  Judge  Bur- 
net, of  Cincinna  i,  who  avows  himself  to  have 
been  heretofore  a Federalist,  (nor  does  he  pretend 
to  have  changed,]  to  prove  General  Harrison  to  have 
been  a J-flerson  an  Republican!  I shall  remark 
bn  this  testimony  hereafter.  Let  the  old  General 
now  speak  for  himself.  Here  is  the  resolution  for 
the  repetl  of  the  laws  which  had  augmented  the 
army  to  the  truly  alarming  extent  already  no- 
tice 1: 

“Resolved,  That  so  much  of  ilie  act  passed  the  16th  of  July, 
one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  entitled  'An  act 
to  augment  the  army  of  the  United  States,  and,  for  o' her  pur- 
poses.’ as  authorises  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  raise 
twelve  additional  regiments  of  infantry  and  six  troops  of  light 
drag  out,  and  to  appoint  two  major  generals,  an  inspector  ge- 
neral, three  brigadier  generals,  and  an  adjutant  general:  and 
so  much  of  tho.act  passed  the  third  of  Match,  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-nine,  entitled  ‘An  act  for  the  better 
orgtniz  ng  of  the  troops  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,’ as  authorizes  the  appointment  of  a commander  of  the 
annv,  and  a qu  irtennaster  general,  ought  to  be  repealed. 

“Ordered,  That  the  said  motion  be  committed  to  a committee 
of  the  whole  House.” 

On  the  9:h  Jinuary,  1800,  Mr.  Harrison,  (the  present  General 
William  Henry  Harrison,  the  nominee  of  the  Harrisburg  Con- 
vention  for  the  Presidency,)  made  a speech  avainst  the  above 

resolution. 

This  speech  is  to  be  found  in  Duane's  Aurora  of  the  5th  Febru- 
ary, 1600.  and  is  therein  thus  reported: 

"Mr  Harrison  said  The  resolution  has  been  so  ably  spoken 


I to,  that  it  could  not  be  expected  to  receive  any  new  light  from 
what  he  should  add;  but  when  it  was  recollected  that  he  had 
no  other  way  of  expressing  his  opinion  on  any  subject  that  came 
before  the  House,  than  by  taking  part  in  the  debate — not  hav- 
ing a vote  in  the  House — he  trusted  he  need  make  no  apology 
for  rising  on  the  present  subject,  which  to  him  appeared  an  im- 
portant one.” 

“He  was  fully  of  opinion  that  the  disbanding  so  large  a por- 
tion of  the  military  force  would  be  attended  with  disastrous 
consequences.  In  giving  this  opinion,  he  was  sure  he  spoke 
that  of  nine-tenths  of  his  constituents,  and  that  they  would  with: 
much  more  readiness  bear  their  proportion  of  the  expense 
which  would  br,  necessary  to  maintain  these  forces  than  that 
they  should  be  disbanded. 

‘•The  employment  of  his  past  life,  Mr.  Harrison  said,  hacF 
led  him  to  believe  that  too  much  reliance  was  placed  on  the 
militia.  Were  valor  or  alertness  the  only  requisites  in  the  for- 
mation of  a good  soldier,  he  should  willingly  give  the  militia 
that  character.  But  these  are  only  partial  qualities  compared 
with  those  whom  they  may  be  called  to  meet.  What  would 
their  valor  doif  attacked  by  the  military  tactics  of  a Bonaparte 
ora  Massena?  Nothing  short  of discipline  will  do  for  oar  forces. 
And  are  our  militia  well  disciplined?  No,  sir,  they  are  not. 

“Mr.  Harrison  said  he  had  experienced  the  inconvenieneesol 
a militia  army.  In  1794,  he  went  out  with  a number  of  the  mi  > 
litiaof  his  part  of  the  country  against  the  Indians.  When 
brought  into  action  they  behaved  very  well;  they  did  not  want 
courage,  butafter  a very  short  service  they  warned  to  gohome;- 
they  were  anxious  to  see  their  families,  and  therefore  numbers . 
deserted  and  left  the  army  inastate  which  was  almost  the  cause 
of  its  destruction. 

“He  had  experienced  seven  years’  service  with  the  militia*, 
but  was  sorry  to  say,  such  was  their  conduct  that  he  never  could 
think  of  trusting  the  country  enlirely  to  their  piotection.  They 
might  do  well  with  regular  troops,  and  nodoub't  would.  Under 
these  impressions,  and  from  this  experience,  he  knew  he  spoke 
the  will  of  a great  proportion  of  his  constituents — he  sincerely 
hoped  the  resolution  would  not  pass.” 

This  was  Gen.  Harrison’s  speech  in  favor  of  the 
enormous  standing  army  of  the  elder  Adams,  which, 
perhaps,  created  as  much  excitement  and  alarm  as 
any  other  measure  of  his  od  ous  and  execrable  ad- 
ministration. He  said  “he  had  experienced  the  in- 
convenience of  a militia  army — after  a very  short 
service  they  wanted  to  go  home,  they  were  anxious 
to  see  their  families,  arid,  therefore,  numbers  de- 
ser’ed,  and  lef'  the  army  in  a state  which  was  al- 
most the  cause  of  i s destruction.”  “He  had 
experienced  seven  years’  service  with  the  militia, 
bat  was  sorry  to  siy,  such  was  their  conduct,  that 
he  could  never  think  of  trusting  the  country  entirely 
to  their  protection. ” Very  complimentary  to  our. 
citizen  soldiery,  indeed  1 To  say  nothing  of  many 
similar  victories,  who  fought  the  victorious  battles 
against  the  Creek  Indians,  in  the  war  of  1812? 
The  militia.  Who  won  the  ever-memorable  victo- 
ries of  the  231  of  December,  1814,  and  the  8th  o£ 
January,  1815,  below  New  Orleans?  Mainly,  the 
rniluia.  Yes,  sir,  and  whenever  they  have  good 
and  brave  officers  to  command  them — a Washing- 
ton, a Jackson,  and  many  others  who  might  be 
named — they  will  achieve  like  deeds  of  valor  and 
glory,  and  crown  themselves  with  never  fading 
laurels. 

One  other  view,  Mr.  President,  of  this  celebrated 
speech,  which  has  fortunately  risen  up  to  bear  wit- 
ness in  the  cause  of  truth  and  justice,  and  I shall 
pass  on  to  other  matters.  All  the  Republican 
members  of  the  House — I have  heard  of  but  one 
exception — voted  against  Gen.  Harrison’s  senti- 
ments and  speech : all  the  Federalist?,  I believe, 
(certainly  the  most  distinguished,)  voted  as  he 
spoke,  against  reducing  Adams’s  standing  army. 
He  made  bis  speech  on  the  9 th  of  January,  1800. 
On  the  12th  of  May,  1800,  (just  four  calendar 
months  and  three  days  thereafter)  he  was  nomina- 
ted by  President  Adams,  the  elder,  to  be  Governor 
of  Indiana,  and  on  the  next  day  his  nomination  wa* 


6 


teonfjrmed  by  the  Senate.  Striking  coincidence ! I 
I conear  With  others  in  the  opinion,  that,  “from  these 
tfocts,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  Gen.  Harrison 
was  completely  identified  with  the  old  Federal  party, 
as  it  existed  under  the  administration  of  John 
Adams.”  President  Adams,  like  all  others  holding 
flke  power  ef  appointment,  preferred  his  friends  to 
ills  enemies.  It  is  right  that  it  should  be  so.  I 
jhave  no  hesitancy  in  avowing  that,  character  and 
•qualifications  being  equal,  or  nearly  so,  I should 
always  appoint  my  political  friends,  rather  than  my 
•enemies.  Well,  sir,  how  does  the  honorable  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Crittenden]  attempt  to 
•exculpate  hi>  friend  Gen.  Harrison  from  his  dilem- 
xna?  Why,  he  says  every  body  knows  that  Mr. 
.Randolph  was  an  eccentric  man  ! Truly  he  was — 
but  he  was  a man  of  extraordinary  memory,  as 
well  as  genius — he  spoke  of  facts — nobody  ever 
questioned  his  veracity,  or  honor,  or  honesty.  Be- 
sides, even  Gen.  Harrison  made  no  unqualified  de- 
nial— but  he  testifies  againsthimself,  and  in  support 
of  Mr.  Randolph's  charge,  in  his  speech  last  no- 
ticed— out  of  his  own  mouth  is  he  condemned. 

But  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Critten- 
den] brings  forward  the  letter, or  certificate  of  Judge 
Burnet,  before  alluded  to,  as  evidence  of  General 
Harrison’s  political  orthodoxy.  And  what  does 
Jiesay?  Hear  him  speak,  in  his  letter  to  Mr. 
Southgate  of  Kentucky,  which  follows: 

“Cincinnati.  Feb.  27, 1840. 

“Mv  Bear  Sir:  I remark,  in  reply  to  your  letter  of  this  morn- 
ing, that,  during  the  contest  between  Mr.  Jefferson  and  the  el- 
der Adams,  General  Harrison  and  myself  were  residing  in  the 
Northwestern  Territory,  and  of  course  had  not  the  privilege  of 
voting  At  that  time  I was  in  habits  of  greatintimacy  wilh  Gen. 
Harrison,  although  I was  a Federalist, '(honestly  so,)  and  he  a 
Republican  of  the  Jefferson  school.  1 supp  Tied  Adams  warm- 
ly, and  he,  with  equal  warmth,  supported  Mr.  Jefferson.  Dur- 
ing the  controversy,  from  1796  inclusive,  I conversed  and  ar- 
gued with  him  times  without  number — he  sustaining  Mr.  Jef- 
ferson, and  I Mr.  Adams.  You  may  assure  your  friend  that 
there  was  not  a more  consistent,decided  supporter  of  Mr.  Jeffer- 
son in  the  Northwestern  Territory  than  Gen.  Harrison.  For  the 
truth  of  this  declaration  I most  willingly  pledge  my  reputation. 

“I  state  to  you  what  I saw,  and  heard,  and  know.  When  the 
Alien  and  Sedition  law  passed,  the  General  was  not  a member 
of  Congress.  He  neither  voted,  nor  had  an  opportuuiy  of  vot- 
ing on  that  law. 

“Your  friend, 

“d.  BURNET. 

“Hon.  Wm.  Southgate.” 

Upon  this  letter,  Mr.  President,  I remark,  in  the 
irst  place,  Judge  Burnet  avows  that  he  “was  a 
Fedeialist,  (honestly  so.”)  No  doubt;  and  as  he 
does  not  say  he  has  ever  changed,  he  is  doubtless 
still  one.  The  next  thing  I have  to  remark  is  on 
the  singularity  of  the  circumstance,  that  so  intelli- 
gent a friend  of  Gen.  Harrison  as  Mr.  Southgate 
is  known  to  be,  should  omit  and  pass  by  all  the 
old  Republicans  of  ’98  and  ’99 — many  of  whom 
are  certainly  now  living  in  the  Western  country— 
and  call  on  a man,  always  known  as  a Federalist, 
to  prove  the  old  General’s  Democracy  ! Why, sir, 
this  seems  to  me  to  be  “passing  strange!”  If  you 
wished  to  prove  a man  a Christian,  would  you  not 
think  it  better  to  call  on  some  member  of  the 
church,  to  which  he  professed  to  belong,  than  upon 
any  out  door  sinner,  who,  perhaps,  might  not 
knt  w what  constituted  a Christian?  Another  re- 
mark I would  make,  is  on  the  extraordinary  fact, 
that  while,  according  to  Judge  Burnet,  he  “with 
■warmth  supported  Mr.  Jefferson,”  in  argument 
wiih  him,  (privately,  I suppose,)  he  supported  John 
Adams  the  elder  in  his  public  speeches  in  Con- 


I gress,  as  we  have  just  seen ! Judge  Burnet  say*,  , 
“when  the  alien  and  sedition  law,passed,the  General 
(Harrison)  was  not  a member  of  Congress.  He- 
neither  voted,  nor  had  an  opportunity  of  voting, 
on  that  law.”  But  he  does  not  think  proper  to  in- 
form us  how  he  would  have  voted  if  he  had  had 
that  opportunity.  Again,  sir,  those  two  gentlemen 
were  then  opposed  in  politics — they  now  haimon- 
ize  —Judge  Burnet  was  one  of  the  Vice  Presidents 
(Federalist  as  he  acknowledges  himself)  of  the 
Harrisburg  Convention,  which  unanimously  no- 
minated Gen.  Harrison  for  President.  Who  has 
changed?  Do  Federalists,  as  a body,  usually  ne- 
minale  or  support  Republicans  for  office? 

Mr.  President,  we  have  somewhat  seen  what 
Federalism  was  in  the  beginning,  and  during  the 
reign  of  the  elder  Adams:  has  it  changed?  No, 
sir;  whatever  may  have  been  the  mutations  of 
name  they  have  found  it  expedient  to  adopt,  the 
principles  of  the  party  have  remained  unaltered. 
True,  sir,  they  have  resorted  to  many  devices  to 
get  rid  ot  the  odium  which  has  ever  followed  them, 
or  rather  followed  their  doctrines,  when  brought 
into  practical  operation;  but  it  will  not  do,  so 
long  as  the  people  rememberjhe  great  landmarks 
I have  already  mentioned.  After  the  hard  fought 
battles  of  ’98  and  ’99,  which  resulted  in  the  tri- 
umphant election  of  Mr.  Jefferson  in  1800,  they 
soon  found  it  in  vain  to  attempt  to  get  into  power 
under  their  original  cognomen.  Hence,  they  tried 
the  experiment  of  mitigating,  if  they  could  not  en- 
tirely remove  the  odium  brought  upon  them  by 
their  reckless  disregard  of  the  resiraints  of  the  Con- 
stitution. They  first  coupled  our  name  with  their 
own — calling  themseves  Federal  Republicans? 
They  fought  haid,  under  this  name,  against  all  the 
principles  and  policy  of  Mr.  Jefferson’s  Adminis- 
tration; but  they  did  not  regain  their  lost  power. 
In  despite  of  their  opposition,  Mr.  Madison  suc- 
ceeded to  the  Presidency;  and,  under  the  same 
name,  they  continued  the  struggle  throughout  his 
Administration.  It  was  the  Federal  Republican 
parly  (as  they  then  called  themselves)  that  opposed 
the  late  war;  it  was  the  same  party  that  denounced 
it  as  an  Unwholy  war;  it  was  the  same  party  that 
resisted  all  appropriations  to  subsist,  cloihe,  and 
pay  our  troops;  the  same  party  that  withheld,  as 
far  as  was  in  their  power,  all  the  means  ne- 
cessary to  its  succe;sful  prosecution;  the  same 
party  that  held  out  blue  light  signals  to  the 
enemy  when  upon  our  coasts,  and  furnish- 
ed them  with  supplies;  the  same  party  that 
declared  it  “unbecoming  a moral  and  religious  peo- 
pe  to  rejoice  at  our  victories;”  and  the  same  party 
that  held  the  Hartford  Convention,  and  threatened 
to  dissolve  the  Union,  or  drive  Mr.  Madison  and 
Congress  info  the  Potomac.  Now  all  this  was  done 
to  regain  their  lost  power.  For  that  object  they 
took  advantage  of  the  embarrassments  growing  out 
of  the  war. 

But,  Mr.  President,  thank  Heaven  ! although 
they  embarrassed  us  greatly,  and  aided,  encouraged, 
and  comforted  the  enemy  considerably,  they  did 
not  succeed.  Although  our  affairs  for  some  time 
wore  a gloomy  aspect,  our  gallant  navy  won  bril- 
liant victories,  wherever  an  enemy  could  be  met  on 
the  lakes  or  the  ocean;  and  we  became  more  and1 
more  successful  on  land,  until  the  war  was  termi- 
nated in  a blaze  of  glory,  on  the  plains  below  New 
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Orleans.  This  happy  and  brilliant  sequel  to  our 
trying  conflict  with  Gieat  Britain,  threw  her  friends 
in  this  country  all  aback.  They  at  once  found  that 
their  old  name,  even  with  the  honored  and  popular 
adjunct  of  “ Republican,”  would  no  longer  shield 
them  from  the  execrations,  or  condemnation  of 
their  countrymen.  They  had  now  tried  its  efficacy 
through  the  two  long  admimstra  ions  of  Mr.  Jeffer- 
son and  Mr.  Madison;  and  with  deep  disappoint- 
ment and  mortification,  they  found  it  had  not  only 
failed  to  produce  the  desired  effect  of  rendering 
them  popular,  and  giving  them  power,  but  that  they 
had  rendered  it  equally  as  odious  as  their  old  one 
They  then  dropped  the  name, Federal, altogether;  and 
subs'itu'ed  National  in  its  s.ead;  calling  themselves 
National  Republicans,  still  thinking  that  our  name, 
instead  of  ihe  principles  it  indicated,  would  enable 
them  to  prevail.  Tnis  was  their  third  name;  and, 
tinder  it,  they  carried  on  their  operations  through 
the  administrations  of  Mr.  Monroe  and  the  younger 
Adams.  Under  its  auspices,  they  succeeded  in  in- 
stituting a new  class  of  Federal  measures,  called 
the  Arr.ericin  system,  embracing  mainly  high  pro- 
tective tanff-i  and  prodisal  expenditures  for  inter- 
nal improvements  by  the  General  Government. 
Thus  they  went  on  through  the  two  last  named  ad- 
ministrations, enriching  one  portion  of  the  Union 
at  the  expen  e of  the  other,  until  the  Union  it- 
self was  in  imminent  danger.  They  continued 
to  wear  th  s name  till  the  tariff  was  modified,  their 
system  of  internal  improvements  arrested,  and  the 
Techarter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  de- 
feated by  the  veto  messages  of  General  Jacksoijj 
They  had  lost  the  Presidential  election  of  1832 
by  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the  votes  given 
in  the  electoral  colleges;  and  they  found  their  prin- 
ciples were  no  better  concealed  by  their  third 
name  of  National  Republicans,  than  they  h id  been 
by  their  first  and  second  names.  Under  such  ad- 
verse circumstances,  it  was  indispensable  that  an- 
other change  should  be  made,  or  the  prize  of 
power-  abandoned;  and  the  inventive  genius  of 
the  party  was  set  to  work  to  find  some  new 
cognomen  that  would  be  less  odious  to 
the  people  than  the  last.  In  this  trying  conjunc- 
ture, upon  the  suggestion  of  one  of  their  new  con- 
verts, under  the  convincing  argumentation  of  the 
United  Siates  Bank,  with  great  promp’itude  and 
unanimity,  they  adopted  the  time  honored  name  of 
Whig— a name  c narrated  by  the  blood  of  the 
martyred  heroes  and  patriots  of  the  Revolution  ! 
Lamentable,  indeed,  that  such  a name  Aould  ever 
have  been  prostitute  I to  party  purposes  ! Well, 
sir,  what  has  been  the  re-ult  of  this  ehanze?  Al- 
lhough it  rallied  every  division  and  fragment  of 
the  old  Federal,  Federal  Republican,  and  National 
Republican  parties,  including  Antimasons  and 
Aboliiionits,  its  broad  mamle  was  not  sufficient 
to  conceal,  from  the  scrutinizing  intelligence  of  the 
people,  the  unchanged  deformity  of  their  princi- 
ples; and,  under  it,  notwithstanding  all  their  ma- 
nagement and  devices,  lour  years  ago,  with  their 
motto  of  “divide  and  conquer,”  thev  were  glo- 
riously defeated.  Trey  have  already  found,  in 
some  parts  of  the  Union,  that  this  name  will  sus- 
tain th“m  no  longer.  Indeed,  last  year,  a portion 
of  the  party  assumed  the  name  of  “Whig  Conser- 
vatives;” and  now,  in  some  parts  of  the  country, 
they  are  calling  themselves  “Democratic  Whigs,” 


and  in  others  they  have  gone  so  far  a»  to  call  them- 
selves “Democratic  Republicans.”  But  alt  these 
transmutations  will  not  loDg  deceive  the  enlighten- 
ed freemen  of  this  eountry;  if  they  would  obtain 
and  keep  their  confidence,  they  must  practise  our 
principles,  as  well  as  take  our  name.  I trust,  sir, 
the  Senate  will  pardon  me  for  the  time  I have  con- 
sumed in  this  cursory  review  of  the  course  of  par- 
ties; they  are  reminiscences,  I think,  worth  pre- 
serving. 

Let  us  now  enquire,  for  a moment,  in  the  ranks 
of  which  party  General  Harrison  has  been  doing 
battle  since  the  people  put  an  end  to  the  “sedition 
law  and  black  cockade  Administration.”  What 
has  been  his  course  upon  the  tariff — a subject  of 
vital  and  most  exciting  interest  to  all  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  South,  more  especially?  He  not  only 
uniformly  voted  for  it  in  Congress,  but,  in  allu- 
sion to  a remark  made  by  Mr.  Garnett  of  Virginia, 
that  the  effect  of  the  political  quackery  of  the  ta- 
riff “had  been  to  cover  the  streets  of  Norfolk  with 
grass,”  General  Harrison,  after  insisting  on  its  be- 
nefits, remarked: 

“It  may  be  asked  whether,  under  any  circumstances , 1 
would  be  willing  to  abandon  the  tariff.  I answer,  without  any 
hesitation,  in  the  afiirmative  Whenever  the  streets  of  Nor- 
folk and  Charleston  shall  be  covered  with  grass,  and  our  South- 
ern frienls  find  no  market  lor  their  produce,  and  this  state  of 
things  can  be  distinctly  traced  to  the  tariff  I will  then  instantly 
give  my  voice  for  its  modification  or  entire  repeal  ; even  if  I 
should  still  think  that  its  continuance  would  he  beneficial  tod 
majority  of  the  American  people.” 

Here  we  have  him  tauntingly  and  sarcastically 
telling  us,  in  reply  to  the  complaints  of  a distin- 
guished Southron,  that  he  will  consent  to  its  modifi- 
cation or  repeal,  “whenever  the  streets  of  Norfolk 
and  Charleston  shall  be  covered  with  grass”  and 
the  Souihern  people  can  “find  no  market  for  their 
produce,  and  this  stale  of  things  can  be  distinctly 
traced  to  the  tariff.”  Generous  sympathy ! He 
would  modify  or  repeal  the  law  after  we  had  become 
utterly  ruined  1 Nor,  sir,  was  his  support  of  the 
tariff  confined  to  his  voles  and  speeches  in  Congress. 
In  the  Senate  of  the  Ohio  Legislature,  on  the  9th  of 
December,  1819,  he  made  himself  the  leader  in  fa- 
vor of  a tariff  to  protect  and  encourage  domestic 
manufactures  and  internal  improvements.  Here  is 
his  motion  from  the  Journal  of  that  body  : 

“Mr.  Harrison  moved  the  adoption  of  two  resolutions,  in- 
structingour  members  in  Congress  to  procure  the  passage  of 
laws  modifying  the  tariff  on  imported  articles,  and  for  the  eu* 
coupagement  of  domestic  manufactures  and  internal  improve* 
ments;  which  were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table.1’ 

On  the  14th  December,  1819,  the  Journal  gives 
the  following  account  of  the  further  proceeding  on 
ihose  resolutions: 

December  li,  1819.  “The  Senate  then  took  up  ihe  report  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  upon  Ihe  resolutions  repealing  the 
tariffon  imported  articles,  and  relative  to  internal  improvements 
and  domestic  manufactures;  which  report  was  amended  and 
agreed  to;  and  on  motion  to  agree  to  the  following  resolution,  to 
wit: 

“ Resolved  by  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Ohio, 
That,  in  their  opinion,  the  present  pecuniary  embarrassments 
of  the  country  are,  in  a great  degree,  caused  by  want  of  encou- 
ragement and  protection  to  domestic  manufactures,  and  that 
good  policy  requires  that  such  modifications  of  the  tariff  oa 
imported  articles,  be  immediately  made,  as  will  stop  that  inun- 
dation of  foreign  merchandise  which  has  destroyed  or  suspended 
the  operations  of  the  greater  part  of  the  manufacturing  esta- 
blishments of  the  United  States;  which  motion  to  agree  to  said 
resolution  was  unanimously  decided  in  the  affirmative. 

“The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  required,  those  members 
who  were  present,  and  voted  in  the  affirmative,  were — 

“Messrs.  Baldwin,  Brown,  Campbell,  Fithian,  Foos,  Furnas, 
HARRISON,  Hooker,  Irwin,  .lennings,  Lucas,  Mudcara, 
McLaughlin,  M’Lean,  Newcom,  Pollock,  Robb,  Ruggles,  Rus- 
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gel,  Shelbv,  Simpson,  Spencer,  Swearingen,  Sullivan,  Thomp 
son,  and  Trimble,  speaker. 

Here  we  have  Gineral  Harrison  absurdly  as- 
cribing tbe  “pecuniary  embarrassments  of  the 
country”  to  the  “want  of  encouragement  aud  pro- 
tection to  domestic  manufactures” — when  every 
body  knows  that  the  inordinate  expansions  of  the 
banks  before,  and  their  inability  to  meet  their  en- 
gagements, and  the  general  disorder  and  deprecia- 
tion of  the  paper  currency  of  the  times — notwith- 
standing the  great  regulator,  the  Bank  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  was  in  full  operation — was  the  real 
cause  of  that  embarrassment  and  distress.  But 
that  was  his  pretext;  though  the  tariff  of  1816, 
which  had  been  acquiesced  in  by  the  South,  to  ex- 
tricate the  country  from  the  national  debt,  created 
by  the  war  with  Great  Britain,  was  in  force:  that 
tariff  did  not  satisfy  him.  He  was  nut  only  lor  en- 
couraging and  protecting  domestic  manufactures, 
but  thought  “that  good  policy  required  that  such 
modifications  of  the  tariff  on  import-d  articles,  be 
immediately  made,  as  will  stop  that  inundation  of 
foreign  merchandise,”  &c.  In  other  words,  he  was 
so  ultra  in  his  tariff  principles  that  he  would  carry 
it  up  to  absolute  prohibition  ! As  a citizen  of  the 
South,  and  more  especially  of  South  Carolina,  can 
the  Senator  [Mr.  Preston]  give  his  sanction  to 
such  doctrine  as  this,  and  support  its  author  and 
advocate  for  the  Chief  Manistracy  of  the  nation, 
with  all  its  immense  powet,  patronage,  and  influ- 
uence — against  which  he  was  wont  to  declaim  so 
eloquentlvl 

But  let  us  now  examine  his  resolution  in  favor 
of  internal  improvements,  and  of  bounties  to  manu- 
facturers. Here  it  is,  with  his  vote: 

“ On  motion, 

“To  agree  to  the  resolution  relative  to  internal  improvements 
and  domestic  manufactures,  to  wit: 

“ Resolved , That  in  the  present  state  of  pecuniary  embar- 
rassment amongst  the  people,  it  is  TJN  W1SE  AND  IMPOLI- 
TIC FOR  THE  GOVERNMENT  TO  PAY  OFF  THE  PUR 

LIC  DEBT  MORE  RAPIDLY  THAN  THE  OBLIGATIONS  IT  MAY 
HAVE  COME  UNDER  TO  ITS  CREDITORS  MAY  REQUIRE;  AND  THAT 
ANY  SURPLUS IN  THE  TREASURY  WOULD  EE  MORE  USEFULLY  EM  - 
PLOYED  IN  THE  INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENT  OP  THE  COUNTRY,  EY 
ROADS  AND  CANALS,  AND  IN  THE  SUPPORT  AND  ENCOURAGEMENT 

op  domestic  manufactures  ; which  motion  to  agree  was  de- 
cided in  the  affirmative  — yeas 24,  nays  2.” 

“ And  the  yeas  and  nays  being  required, 

“ Those  who  noted  in  the  affirmative  were — 

“Messrs  Baldwin,  Brown,  Campbell,  Fithian, Foos,  Furnas, 
HARRISON,  Hooker,  Irwin,  Jennings,  Lucas,  Madeara, 
M’Laughlin,  M’Lean,  Newcom.  Pollock,  Robb,  Ruggles,  Simp- 
son, Spencer,  Swearingen,  Sullivan,  Thompson,  and  Speaker,  1 
(.Trimble.) 

“ Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  were— 

“ Messrs.  Russel  and  Shelby." 

So  General  Harrison  thought  it  “unwise  and  im- 
politic for  the  Government  to  pay  off  the  naiional 
debt  more  rapidly  than  the  obligations  it  may  have- 
come  under  to  its  creditors  may  require.”  This 
sentiment  is  perfectly  in  keeping  with  the  whole 
tenor  of  his  political  iife.  One  of  the  leading  tenets 
in  the  creed  of  the  Federal  party  always  has  been, 
that  “a  national  debt  was  a national  blessing.”  j 
Instead  of  paying  off  the  national  debt,  and  giving 
to  our  country  the  proud  pre-eminence  she  now  oc- 
cupies as  one,  of  only  some  two  or  three  Govern- 
ments in  the  whole  world,  without  a public  debt, 
he  would  have  continued  it  until  now',  or  ad  infini 
turn-,  for  no  capitalist,  holding  the  public  securiiiesof 
the  United  States  at  the  rate  of  the  accruing  inte- 
rest, would  have  ever  required  payment  of  the  prin- 
cipal. It  would  have  amounted  to  a perpetuity  of 
our  national  debt,  upon  which  we  should  have  been 


I for  ever  paying  a heavy  annual  interest.  And  how 
did  he  propose  applying  our  revenue!  Why,  in- 
stead of  extricating  ourselves  from  ali  pecuniary 
obligation-:, he  thought  “that  any  surplus  in  the  Trea- 
sury would  be  more  usefully  employed  in  the  inter- 
nal improvement  of  the  country,  by  roads  and  canals, 
and  in  the  support  and  encouragement  of  domestic 
manufactures.”  Did  the  wildest  schemer,  or  the 
most  visionary  and  enthusiastic  projector,  ever  go 
further  for  internal  improvements  by  the  General 
Government,  or  for  a system,  not  only  of  encou- 
ragement and  protection,  but  of  bounties  to  ihsse 
engaged'  in  domestic  manufactures!  But  .one 
answer  can  be  given  to  this  question:  an  intelli- 
gent community  cannot  misunderstand  it.  To 
close  this  scene  of  unholy  contrivance  to  take 
money  out  of  the  pockets  of  one  class  of  our  citi- 
zens and  put  it  in  those  of  another — to  rob  one  sec- 
tion of  the  Union  to  enrich  another — the  same  jour  \ 
nal  shows  this  further  proceeding  : 

“Tiie  Senate  then  came  to  tbe  following  resolution,  on  motion 
of  Mr.  Harrison: 

“ Resolved , That  our  Senators  in  Congress  be  instructed  and 
our  Representatives  requested  to  use  their  exertions  to  procure 
the  passage  of  laws,  embracing  the  principles  recommended  in 
the  foregoing  resolutions. 

“ Ordered , Thatsaid  resolution  be  sent  to  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, with  a message,  requesting  their  concurrence 
therein.” 

Having  thus  instructed  the  Senators,  and  re- 
quested the  Rep  esentatives  in  Congress,  from 
Ohio,  “to  use  their  exertions  to  procure  the  passage 
of  law's,  embracing  the  principles  recommended  in 
the  foregoing  resolutions — in  other  words,  to  put 
in  requisition  the  whole  power  of  this  Govern- 
ment, to  tax  the  planting,  farming,  mechanic,  and 
commercial  classes,  ior  the  benefit  of  manufac- 
turers— one  would  have  supposed  that  General 
Harrison,  or  any  other  person,  would  have  been 
content;  but  not  so,  sir.  Immediately  after  the 
proceedings  just  noticed,  the  same  journal  shows 
what  follows: 

“On  motion  of  Mr.  Harrison, 

“The  Senate  agreed  to  Tie  following  resolution,  the  same 
having  been  reported  from, the  committee  of  the  whole  with- 
out amendment. 

“ Resolved , That  provisions  should  be  made,  by  law,  for  the 
encouragement  of  domestic  manufactures,  as  far  as  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  State  to  encourage  them,  and  that  a committee  or 
rhree  be  appointed  to  prepare  and  reporta  bill,  exempting  from 
taxation  the  houses  employed  as  manufactories' of  such  fabrics 
as  are  usually  imported  from  foreign  comities,  and  .exempting 
} also,  the  workmen  employed  in  such  establishments  from  mili- 
tary service,  and  laboring  on  the  public  highways,  and  a com- 
mittee, was  thereupon  appointed,  of  Messrs.  IIarri6on,  Russel, 
and  Shelby.” 

Now,  sir,  if  this  does  not  cap  the  climax  of  mon- 
strosity in  tariff  protection,  encouragement,  and 
bounties,  I cannot  understand  the  lorce  of  ptain 
language.  Not  content  with  exciting  to  aciion  tor 
the  benefit  of  manufacturers,  all  the  powers  of  the 
General  Government,  he  now  declares'  that  the 
States  should  also  encourage  them.  How!  By 
| “exempting  from  taxation  the  houses  employed  as 
manufactories  of  such  fabrics  as  are  u-ua  ly  im- 
ported from  foreign  countries,  and  exempting,  also, 
the  workmen  employed  in  such  establishments 
fiom  military  service,  and  laboring  on  the  public 
highways!” 

Whv  really,  sir,  General  Harrison  has  fine  no- 
tions of  that  equality  of  rights  and  privileges  gua- 
rantied by  the  Constitution.  He  would  not  only 
encourage  domestic  manufacturers  by  bounties  and 
prohibitions,  but  would  free  their  property  from. 
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the  taxation  lo  which  all  other  capital  is  subjected, 
and,  morrover,  relieve  the  workmen  employed  by 
them  from  alt  the  customary  duties  and  burdens 
common  to  all  other  citizens.  Can  it  be  denied 
that  here  was  a barefaced  attempt  to  constitute  both 
manufacturers  and  their  “operativts”  (as  they  call 
them!  a privileged  class?  I leave  the  answer  to 
every  intelligent  man;  And  I now  repeat  the 
question  to  the  Sena'oi  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Preston,]  whether  he  can  give  his  sanction  to  these 
principles  of  General  Harrison,  or  support  their 
author  for  a situation,  above  all  others,  best  calcu- 
lated to  enable  him  to  bring  them  into  practical 
operation?  What  would  the  people  of  South  Ca- 
rolina think,  if  any  particular  class  amongst  them 
were  exempted  by  the  Legislature  from  taxation, 
the  duly  of  defending  the  country,  and  making 
roads? 

But,  sir,  the  gentleman  may  suppose  that  the 
evidence  furnished  by  his  resolutions  in  the  Ohio 
Legislature,  that  General  Harrison  was  in  favor 
of  a system  of  internal  improvements  by  the  Ge- 
neral Government,  is  not  efficient.  Lest  he,  or 
any  other  person,  may  have  a doubt  upon  ihis  sub- 
ject, I invite  your  attention  to  his  voles  in  Con- 
gress, embracing  every  possible  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion. In  1818,  when  he  was  a member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  ihe  following  resolu- 
tions, declaratory  of  the  power  of  Congress  to 
carry  on  such  a system,  for  every  purpose  ever 
sugggested,  or  contempla'ed  by  any  enthusiast, 
were  introduced;  and  he  solemnly  recorded  his  vote 
in  favor  of  each  proposition: 

“l st  resolution.  That  Congress  haspower,  under  the  Con- 
titution,  to  appropriate  money  for  the  construction  of  post 
'road-!,  military  and  other  roads,  and  for  the  improvement  of 
watercourses”  [Upon  (his  resolution,  the  vote  stood — ayes 
9J,  noes75;  General  it  irrison  voting  in  the  affirmative  ] 

‘‘2d  resolution.  That  C ingress  lias  power,  under  the  Con - 
stiuuiun,  to  construct  post  roads  and  military  roads,  provided 
that  private  propefrv  be  not  taken  for  public  use,  without  just 
compensation  ” [Upon  this  resolution  the  vote  stood— ayes 
82,  noes84;  General  Harrison  voting  in  the  affirmative.] 

“3d resolution.  Tna  ' ongress  has  power,  under  the  Con- 
stitution, to  construct  toads  and  canals  necessary  for  com- 
merce between  lite  States,  provided  that  private  property  be 
not  taken  for  public  purposes,  without  just  compensation.” 
[Upon  this  resolntion  the  vote  stood — ayes  71,  noes9u;  General 
Harrison  votintr  in  the  affirmative.] 

' Aik  resolution  That  Congress  has  power,  under  the  Con- 
stitution, to  construct  canals  fir  military  purposes,  provided 
that  no  private  property  be  taken  for  any  such  purpose,  with- 
out just  compensation  being  made  therefor.”  [Upon  this  reso- 
lution the  vote  stood— ayes  81,  noes  83;  General  Harrison  still 
voting  in  the  affirmative  ] 

Sir,  it.  is  now  demonstrated,  that  in  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Ohio,  General  Harrison  was  even  disposed 
to  delay  the  payment  of  the  national  debt,  to  pro- 
mote and  carry  on  Internal  Improvements  by  the 
General  Government;  and  that,  as  a member  of 
Congress,  he  voted  “that  Congress  had  power,  un- 
der the  Constitution,  to  appropriate  money  for  the 
construction  of  post  roads,  military  and  other 
(what  othri?  why,  all  other)  roads,  and  for  the  im- 
provement of  water  courses.”  What  water 
course.-?  all — there  is  no  specification  nor  restric- 
tion. This  is  not  all — he  voted  for  every  possible 
modification  of  ihe  power  wh  ch  (I  presume)  ever 
entered  the  i nasination  of  man.  And  can  ihe  Se- 
nator from  Souih  Carolina,  [Mr.  Preston]  who 
denies  the  consti'utional  power  of  this  Govern- 
rneni  to  made  roads  and  canals,  and  to  improve 
“water  cours-s,”  or  even  to  construct  harbor; — 
can  he,  who  has  so  often  battled  with  me,  shoulder 


I to  shoulder,  on  this  floor,  in  opposition  to  such 
measures,  on  constitutional  grounds — I repeat,  can 
the  Senator  from  South  Caroline  now  give  his 
sanction  to  these  doctrines,  so  solemnly  voted  by 
General  Harrison?  Has  he  changed  his  own  opi- 
nions upon  this  subject?  I presume  not.  Has 
General  Harrison  changed  his  opinions?  I pre- 
sume sot.  He  declines  making  any  “further  de- 
claration of  his  principles,  for  the  public  eye,”  and 
we  are  referred  to  his  “views”  which  have  hereto- 
fore been  given  to  the  public,  “fully  and  explicitly” 
— and  we  are  expressly  • told,  “that  those  views, 
whether  connected  with  constitutional  or  other 
questions  of  very  general  interest,  have  undergone 
no  change.” 

What  are  General  Harrison’s  views  on  the  sub- 
ject of  an  United  Slates  Bank?  Hear  him  in  his 
reply  to  Sherrod  Williams  in  183G: 

“The  question,  then,  for  me  to  answer,  is,  wh-ther,  under  the 
circumstances  you  slate,  if  elected  to  the  office  of  President, 
1 would  sign  an  act  to  charier  another  bank.  I answer,  I would, 
if  it  were  clearly  ascertained  that  the  public  interest,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  collection  and  disbursement  of  the  revenue, would 
materially  si iffi;r  without  one,  and  there  were  unequivocal  ma- 
nifestations of  public  opinion  in  its  favor.” 

The  plain  declaration  here  made  by  him  is, 
that  he  would  sign  an  act  to  charter  such  a bank, 
if  it  was  clearly  ascertained  that  the  public  inte- 
rest required  it,  and  public  sentiment  were  in  its 
favor.  This  declaration  involves  the  assertion  of 
the  monstrous  doctrine,  that  any  thing  is  constitu- 
tional which  it  is  believed  the  public  interest  re- 
quires, and  in  favor  of  which  there  is  an  unequivo- 
cal manifestation  of  public  opinion.  It  amounts  to 
saying  that  any  thing  is  constitutional  which  may 
be  deemed  necessary  and  proper;  or  that  may,  in 
the  discretion  of  Congress  and  the  Presiient,  be 
considered  expedient.  Under  such  views  as  these, 
of  what  imaginable  use  is  a written  constitution? 
Does  it  not  leave  every  thing  to  the  mere  will  and 
discretion  of  our  public  agents — untrammelled  by 
constitutional  restraint?  It  seems  to  me,  sir,  there 
can  be  no  difference  of  opinion  on  this  subject; 
and  that  no  doubt  can  be  entertained,  if  General 
Harrison  were  elected  President — a large  majority 
of  his  friends, deeming  a National  Bank  both  consti- 
tutional and  expedient — he  would  not  only  approve 
but  recommend  the  charter  of  one.  Does  the  Se- 
nator from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Preston]  sanc- 
tion this  opinion  of  his  distinguished  chiel? 

But,  sir,  amongst  all  ihe  opinions  en'ertained, 
or  expressed  by  General  Harrison,  none  can  be 
more  dangerous  in  tendency,  than  that  which  I am 
now  about  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Senate.  I 
allude  to  his  opinions  upon  slavery, and  thepowers 
of  this  Government  in  reference  to  it.  1 do  not 
intend,  on  this  occasion,  to  discuss  the  question, 
whether  he  is  an  Abolitionist  or  not?  That  is  a 
matter  which,  for  the  present,  I leave  debatable, 
as  the  evidence  is  somewhat  contradictory.  But 
hear  a declaration  of  opinion,  which  no  one  ques- 
tions he.  made,  in  regard  to  the  power  of  this  Go- 
vernment to  provide  a remedy  for  slavery.  In  his 
speech,  delivered  at  Cheviot  on  the  3uh  day  of  July, 
1833,  he  says: 

“Should  I be  asked  if  there  is  no  way  by  which  the  General 
Government  can  aid  the  cause  of  emancipation,  I answer  that 
it  has  long  been  an  object  n°ar  my  heart  to  see  the  whole  of 
its  surplus  revenue  appropriated  to  that  object.  With  the 
sanction  of  the  States  holding  the  slaves,  there  appears  to  me 
to  be  no  constitutional  objection  to  its  being  thus  applied , etn* 
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bracing  no*.  only  the  colonization  of  tbsee  that  may  be  otherwise 
freed,  but  the  purchase  of  the  freedom  of  others.1’ 

He  declares  “it  has  long  been  an  object  near  his 
heart  to  see  the  whole  surplus  revenue  appro- 
priated to  that  object” — the  cause  of  emancipa- 
tion.” With  the  sanction  of  the  States  holding 
ihe  slaves,  he  sees  no  constitutional  objection!  Can 
he,  or  any  one  else,  point  to  the  power  delegated  in 
the  Constitution  toauthorize  Congress  toappropriate 
money  to  colonize  negroes  already  free,  or  to  “pur- 
chase the  freedom  of  others?”  I defy  him  to  show 
any  such  power,  or  to  show  that  it  is  one  “neces- 
sary and  proper  for  carrying  into  execution”  any 
of  those  which  are  granted.  Certainly,  no  man 
who  believes  the  Constitution  imposes  any  limita- 
tions— no  man,  unless  he  believes  this  to  be  a Go- 
vernment of  discretionary  powers,  can,  for  a mo- 
ment, justify  such  an  opinion.  But,  sir,  has  it  not 
been  the  settled  opinion  of  all  the  South,  univer- 
sally, that  the  subject  of  emancipation,  or  aboli- 
tion, (which  is  the  same  thing,)  could  not  be 
touched  right;  ally  or  safely  by  this  Governmem? 
Do  the  petitions,  which  have  been,  year  after  year, 
presented  to  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  which 
have  agitated  the  Union  from  one  end  to  the  other, 
and  threatened  its  dissolution,  mean  any  thing 
more  than  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  the  Territories,  by 
such  means  as  Congress  may,  in  their  dis- 
cretion, think  proper?  Nothing,  fir — nothing.  If 
their  purpose  of  emancipation  can  be  attained,  the 
Abolitionists  care  not  about  the  means  that  may  be 
employed;  they  would  be  willing  it  should  be  done 
by  an  appropriation  of  money.  Then  the  propo- 
sition of  General  Harrison  is  but  one  form  of  Abo- 
lition. What  would  ba  the  practical  operation  of 
sach  a measure?  Why,  sir,  we  being  the  principal 
tax  payers,  would  mainly  contribute  the  money  to 
create  the  “surplus  revenue.”  In  other  words,  the 
money  would  first  be  drawn  from  us  by  taxation; 
and,  after  paying  the  expenses  of  collection  and 
disbursement,  it  would  be  paid  back  to  us  for  our 
negroes,  and  they  turned  loose  among  us,  free  and 
equal.  What  a delightful  state  of  society  this  would 
bring  about,  and  how  much  it  would  contribute  to 
our  prosperity  and  happiness! 

But,  sir,  ean  the  people  of  the  South,  for  one 
moment,  tolerate  this  Government  in  any  legisla- 
tion whatever  upon  the  subject  of  slaves — one  of 
the  clear  and  indubitable  compromises  of  the  Con- 
stitution— a subject  left  to  the  exclusive  control  of 
the  resptc'ive  States?  Can  they  safely  suffer  one 
step  to  be  taken,  by  Congress,  on  the  subject  of 
slavery?  No  intelligent  man,  who  feels  as  a South- 
ron, can  for  a moment  hesitate  to  answer — no.  The 
first  step  will  inevitably  and  certainly  be  followed 
by  others;  that  first  step  will  be  the  signal  for  our 
des’ruction,  or  a dissolution  of  the  Union;  and  the 
people  of  the  South  cannot,  nay,  they  will  not,  hesi- 
tate which  alternative  to  choose.  No  considera- 
tion of  life  nor  death  can  ever  tempt  the  South  to 
submit  to  such  intermeddling  and  violation  of  good 
faith.  Now  I ask  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina whether  l e gives  his  sanction  to  this  opinion? 

Mr.  President,  when  I took  up  this  branch  of  the 
subject,  I laid  down  the  proposition,  in  substance, 
that  the  Federalists  were  that  party  opposed 
to  a strict  construction  of  the  Constitution 
cf  the  United  States,  and  in  favor  of  ex- 
tending its  powers  beyond  those  expressly  de- 


legated, or  necessary  and  proper  for  carrying  them 
into  execution.  I have  now  established — at  least 
to  my  own  satisfaction — that  General  Harrison  was 
a black  cockade  Federalist,  and  supporter  of  the- 
alien  and  sedition  law,  and  standing  army  Admi- 
nistration of  John  Adams  the  elder.  I have  also 
shown  that  his  opinions  upon  the  tariff;  upon  inter- 
nal improvements  by  the  General  Goverment;  upon 
a National  Bank;  and  upon  the  emancipation  of 
our  slaves,  by  the  appropriation  of  the  national 
treasure,  are  favorable  to  the  exercise  of  all  those 
powers;  and  that  they  are  all  assumptions  of  pow- 
er not  delegated  by  the  Constitution,  nor  necessary 
or  proper  for  carrying  those  [powers  into  execution. 
These  are  the  great  questions  which  have  princi- 
pally divided  the  two  parties  for  many  years  past; 
and  General  Harrison  having  been  found,  uniform- 
ly, upon  the  side  of  latitudinous  construction,  con- 
tinues down  to  the  present  day  emphatically  a Fe- 
deralist— though  now  without  the  badge  of  the 
black  cockade,  which  has  long  since  been  unfa- 
shionable. 

But  his  friends  say  General  Harrison  is  not  oniy 
a Jeffersonian  Republican,  but  the  poor  man’s 
friend,  and  a man  of  boundless  humanity  and  be- 
nevolence— full  of  the  milk  of  human  kindness. 
Let  us  examine  his  pretensions  a few  moments  on 
this  score,  through  the  medium  of  his  legislative 
history  in  Indiana  and  Ohio.  I do  not  know,  Mr. 
President,  that  I should  ever  have  brought  this  sub- 
ject to  the  notice  of  the  Senate,  but  that  the  friends 
of  General  Harrison,  ready  as  many  of  them  are  to 
misrepresent  the  Democratic  candidate  for  the  Pre- 
sidency, have  roundly  denied  the  authenticity  off 
the  Indiana  law,  and  the  extract  from  the  Ohio 
Journal,  as  published  in  the  newspapers.  I 
have  very  recently  received  a letter  from 
one  of  my  most  respectable  an!  intelligent  con- 
stituents, stating  the  fact  of  this  denial  and  request- 
ing an  authentic  copy  to  be  forwarded.  Anxious 
to  comply  with  this,  and  all  other  reasonable  re- 
quests coming  from  those  who  have  honored  me 
with  their  confidence,  I was  setting  about  procuring 
such  copies  from  those  States,  when  fortunately  I 
was  saved  the  trouble,  owing  to  a similar  request 
having  been  made  of  some  of  my  North  Carolina 
friends,  by  some  of  their  constituents.  The  copies 
I shall  read  are  certified  to  be  “truly  copied”  by 
the  two  Senators  and  six  of  the  Representatives  of 
the  State  of  North  Carolina,  at  the  request  of  two 
other  Representatives.  They  are  all  gentlemen  of 
honor  and  veracity;  and, on  their  authority,  I do  not 
hesitate  to  vouch  for  the  truth  and  genuineness  of 
these  documents,  both  here  and  to  my  constituents. 
These  transcripts  read  as  follows: 

Extract  from  the  Laws  of  the  Indiana  Territory,  printed  at  Vin- 
cennes, by  Messrs.  Stout  and  Smoot,  in  1807,  and  now  m the 

Library  of  the  State  Department,  Washington  City. 

CHAPTER.  VI. 

AN  ACT  RESPECTING  CRIMES  AND  PUNISHMENTS. 

"Sec.  30.  When  any  person  or  persons  shall,  on  convictiea 
of  any  crime  or  breach  of  any  penal  law,  be  sentenced  to  pay  a 
fine  or  fines,  with  or  without  the  costs  of  prosecutiou,  it  shall 
and  may  be  lawful  for  the  court  before  whom  such  conviction, 
shall  be  had,  to  order  the  slier  if!'  to  sellor  hire  the  peison  or  per- 
sons so  convicted  to  service,  to  any  person  or  persons  who  will 
pay  the  said  fine  and  costs,  for  such  term  of  time  as  the  said 
court  shall  judge  reasonable. 

“And  if  6uch  person  or  persons,  so  sentenced  and  hired  or 
sold,  shall  abscond  from  the  service  of  his  or  tier  master  or  mis- 
tress before  the  term  of  such  servitude  shall  be  expired,  he  or 
she  so  absconding  shall,  on  conviction  before  a justice  of  the 
peace,  be  whipped  with  thirty  nine  stripes,  and  shall,  moreover., 
serve  two  days  foi  every  one  so  lost. 
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“6sc  31.  Tl tt  judges  ol  »h«  several  courts  of  record  in  this 
Territory  shall  give  this  act  in  charge  to  the  grand  jury  at  each 
and  every  court  in  which  a grand  jury  shall  be  sworn. 

JESSE  B.  THOMAS, 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

B.  CHAMBERS, 

President  of  the  Council. 

Approved  September  17, 1907. 

WILLIAM  HENRY  HARRISON.” 

•"From  ihe  journal  of  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  1st  session 
of  the  10th  Gen*  ral  Assembly,  held  in  the  town  of  Columbus.  ■ 
The  following  is  extracted  Rom  the  proceedings  of  Tuesday, 
January  30, 1921,  to  be  found  on  pages  304  and  305: 

“An  act  supplementary  to  the  act  for  the  punishment  of  cer- 
tain offences  therein  named  being  under  consideration, 

"Mr.  Fithian  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  I9th  section  of  said 
hill,  as  follows: 

“Be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  any  person  shall  be  im- 
prisoned, either  upon  execution  or  otherwise,  for  the  non-pay- 
ment of  a fine,  or  costs,  or  both,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  sheriff 
of  the  county  to  sell  out  such  person  as  a servant  to  any  person 
■within  this Statp,  who  will  pay  the  whole  amount  due,  for  the 
shortest  period  of  service,  of  which  sale  public  notice  shall  be 
given  at  least  ten  days;  and  upon  such  sale  being  effected,  the 
sheriff  shall  give  to  the  purchaser  a certificate  thereof,  and  de- 
liver over  the  prisoner  to  him;  from  which  time  the  relation 
between  such  purchaser  and  the  prisoner  shall  he  that 
of  master  and  servant,  until  the  time  of  service  expires, 
and  for  injuries  done  by  either,  remedy  shall  be  had  in 
the  same  manner  as  is  or  may  be  provided  by  law  in  the 
case  of  master  and  apprentices;  but  nothing  herein  con- 
tained shall  be  construed  to  prevent  persons  being  dis* 
charged  from  imprisonment  according  to  the  provisions 
of  the  thirty-seventh  section  of  the  act  to  which  this  is  supple- 
mentary, if  it  shall  be  considered  expedient  to  grant  such  dis- 
charge: Provided,  That  the  court,  in  pronouncing  sentence 
upon  any  person  or  persons  convicted  under  this  art,  or  the 
act  to  which  this  is  supplementary,  may  direct  such  person  or 
persons  to  be  detained  in  prison  until  the  fine  be  paid,  or  the 
person  or  persons  otherwise  disposed  of  agreeably  to  the  provi- 
sions oft  his  act: 

“Whhich  motion  was  decided  in  the  affirmative— yeas  20, 
nays  12 

“And  the  yeas  and  nays  being  required,  those  who  voted  in 
the  affirmative,  were, 

“Messrs.  Beasly,  Brown,  Fithian,  Gass,  Heaton,  Jennings, 
Lucas,  Matthews,  McLaughlin,  McMillan,  Newcom,  Russell, 
Scofield,  Shelby,  Spencer,  Stone,  Swearingen,  Thompson,  and 
Womeldorf— 20. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative,  were, 

“Messrs.  Baldwin,  Cole,  Foos,  Foster,  HARRISON,  McLean, 
Dzwall,  Pollock,  Ruagles,  Roberts,  Wheeler,  and  Speaker— 12. 

“At  the  request  of  the  Hon.  William  Montgomery  and  Hon. 
M,  T.  Hawkins,  we  certify  the  foregoing  copy  of  an  extract 
from  a law  passed  in  the  Territorial  Assembly  of  Indiana,  and 
signed  by  William  II.  Harrison,  as  Governor  of  said  Territory, 
and  the  extract  from  the  journal  of  the  Slate  of  Ohio,  are  truly 
eopied. 

CHARLES  FISHER, 
ROBERT  STRANGE, 

B.  BROWN, 

CHARLES  SHEPARD, 
HENRY  VV.  CONNOR, 
JOHN  HILL, 

JAS.  J MrKAY, 

J.  A.  BYNUM.” 

Here, sir,  is  a specimen  of  his  humanity,  bene- 
volence, and  kindness  ! Here  is  evidence  that  he 
is  “ihe  poor  man’s  friend  ! S”  According  to  the 
Jaw  of  Indiana,  uh'ch  he  approved,  when  (having 
an  absolute  vt  to,  under  the  ordinarc0  of  the  Ter- 
ritory) he  might  have  dtfraied  it,  in  dpspite  ot  the 
•unanimous  votes  of  the  Legislative  Council  and 
House  of  Rsprcsema  ives,  any  person  or  persons, 
male  or  female,  on  conviction  of  any  ctime,  or 
breach  of  any  penal  law,  (that  is,  for  a mere  misde- 
meanor, without  any  moral  turpitude,)  being  sen 
lenced  to  pay  a fine,  with  or  without  costs,  might 
have  been  so'd  by  the  sher  if  to  any  person  or 
persons,  (white  or  black,)  who  would  pay  ihe  fine 
and  costs.  And  if  the  unfortunate  individual  so 
sold  or  hired,  absconded  before  the  expiration  ot 
the  term  of  servitude,  ihey  were  made  liable,  “on 
conviction  before  a justice  of  the  peace,  (without 
a trial  by  jury,)  t©  be  whipped  with  thirty-nine 


lashes,”  and  to  “serve  two  days  for  every  one  so 
lost.”  To  sell  a free  man  into  servitude  for  a mere 
misdemeanor — for  instance,  an  assault  and  batte- 
ry, affray,  or  the  Iike> — would  be  intolerable 
enough;  but  to  inflict  the  ignominious  punishment 
of  thirty-nine  lashes  on  a white  man  or  woman, 
for  merely  leaving  such  service,  and  without  a trial 
by  jury,  would  be  an  outrage  never,  perhaps,  per- 
petrated by  any  other  Legislature  since  the  days  of 
Magna  Charta.  Without  further  comment,  I 
leave  this  humane  and  benevolent  po»r  man’s 
(rtend  to  the  judgment  of  his  country,  merely  add- 
ing that  the  section  of  the  bill  for  which  he  voted 
in  Ohio,  was  substantially  like  the  law  passed,  with 
his  approval,  in  Indiana,  except  the  punishment  of 
whipping  for  absconding. 

Hoping  that  I shall  be  excused  for  this  episode, 
Mr.  President,  as  it  seemed  to  be  a necessary  re- 
sponse to  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  Crittenden]  on  yesterday,  I shall  now 
proceed  with  my  reply  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Preston.]  That  honorable  Se- 
nator thought  proper  to  ascribe  to  the  present  Chief 
Magistrate  inordinate  fondness  for  power,  and,  in 
support  of  that  charge,  asserted  that  more  military 
power  had  been  aggregated  under  this  Administra- 
tion than  any  other.  To  prove  this,  he  alluded 
to  the  increase  of  the  army  by  a law  passed, 
about  two  years  ago.  Under  that  law,  the 
army,  if  full,  would  only  amount  to  about  twelve 
thousand  men,  to  man  our  batteries  and  fortifi- 
cations, in  all  our  seaport  towns,  for  their  protec- 
tion against  an  invading  enemy,  and  for  the  de- 
fence of  our  extended  inland  frontier,  on  the  North 
and  the  West,  for  thousands  of  miles.  T[hat  mea- 
sure was,  on  all  sides  of  the  Senate,  so  generally 
acquiesced  in,  that,  if  I do  not  mistake,  it  passed 
without  calling  for  a division.  I am  inclined  to 
think  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Pres- 
ton] himself  voted  for  that  bill — did  he  not? 

[Here  Mr.  Preston  nodded  assent.] 

Mr.  C.  remarked,  the  Senator  admits  be  voted 
for  it,  yet  he  now  complains  of  it,  as  if  unnecessary 
and  unjustifiable.  The  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina, in  a tone  of  disapprobation,  also  alludes  tto 
the  act  which  passed  near  the  close  of  the  last  ses- 
sion, appropriating  ten  millions  of  dollars,  to  be 
raised  by  loans,  and  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
President;  and  also  authorizing  him  to  accept  the 
services  of  fifty  thousand  volunteers,  to  repel  in- 
vasion, if  that  contingency  happened,  as  another 
evidence  of  the  dispo»iiion  of  this  Administration  to 
augment  its  powers.  Well,  sir,  what  is  the  history 
of  this  measure?  Did  the  President  ask  Congress 
to  give  him  the  power  to  raise  that  number 
of  men,  and  that  amount  of  money?  No, 
sir;  on  the  contrary,  it  was  the  spontaneous 
act  of  the  two  Houses,  in  view  of  what  they 
regarded  as  possible  danger  of  invasion  by 
Great  Britain.  The  measure  originaied  in, 
and  passed  the  House  almost  unanimously.  It 
came  inio  the  Senate  on  the  2d  of1- March,  “was 
read  the  first  and  second  times,  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, and  considered  as  in  commitiee  of  the 
whole,”  without  being  referred,  as  usual,  to  one  of 
the  standing  committees.  The  only  amendment 
moved,  at  any  stage  of  the  bill  in  the  Senate,  was 
to  strike  out  the  third  section,  the  motion  being 
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made  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  I 
Southard]  who  stood  alone  in  the  affirmative,  on 
taking  the  yeas  and  nays.  The  name  of  the  Sena- 
nator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Preston]  is  re- 
corded in  the  negative.  No  amendment  being 
made  to  the  bill,  it  was  reported  to  the  Senate  and 
passed  to  a third  reading.  It  was  immediately 
read  a third  time  by  unanimous  consent,  and 
passed,  by  yeas  and  nays,  unanimously — the  name 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Preston] 
being  again  recorded  in  favor  of  the  bill ! 

Tnose  are  the  two  measures  relied  on  by  the  Se- 
nator from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Preston]  to  prove 
the  grasping  ambition  of  the  present  Administra- 
tion, and  the  aggregation  of  more  military  power 
under  it  than  any  former  one.  Both  measures 
passed  through  the  Senate  by  an  almost  unanimous 
vote,  and  the  Senator  himself  voting  for  both.  This, 
sir,  may  be  considered  as  a specimen  of  the  fair- 
ness with  which  the  Administration  is  censured  and 
abused  by  the  Opposition  gentlemen,  or  their  party; 
they  first  pass  the  measure,  or  at  least  assist  in  doing 
so,  and  then  turn  round  and  denounce  it,  as  un- 
wise, profligate,  or  dangerous.  How  just  and 
magnanimous,  to  aid  in  passing  measures,  ofcen 
when  they  could  not  pass  without  their  assistance, 
and  then  to  ascribe  the  wrong  exclusively  to  the 
Administration,  or  its  friends! 

The  censures  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina, 
Mr.  President,  which  have  been  so  much  lavished 
on  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War,  cannot  be 
Well  reconciled  wiih  other  pottions  of  his  own 
course  as  a member  of  this  body.  In  the  progress 
of  my  investigation,  I find  an  act  was  passed  in  the 
spring  of  1836,  entitled  “An  act  auihorizing  ihe 
President  of  the  United  States  to  accept  the  service 
of  volunteers,  and  to  raise  an  additional  regiment  of 
dragoons,  or  mounted  riflemen.”  This  act  autho- 
rized the  President  to  accept  the  services  of  volun- 
teers, who  might  offer  ihrmselves  (without  the  in- 
tervene n of  the  State  Executives;)  and  the  bill,  as 
it  passed  the  House,  authorized  'he  President  to  or- 
ganize them  into  battalions,  squadron-,  regiments, 
&c.  Tne  bill  was  referred  to  ihe  Committee  on 
Military  Affa  rs,  of  the  Senate,  of  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  is  a member  ; and  by  ex- 
amining the  Journal,  1 find,  on  the  1 1th  of  May, 
3836,  Mr.  Preston  reported  it  from  that  committee, 
with  amendments.  Ttvo  of  those  amendments,  so 
reported  by  the  S-:na’or,  as  I suppose,  were  to  ihe 
third  section;  which  passed  the  House  in  the  follow- 
ing  words: 

“Sec.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  President  of 
the  United  States  he,  and  hereby  is,  authorized  to  organize  the 
companies  so  tendering  their  services,  as  aforesaid,  into  batta- 
lions, squadrons,  regiments,  brigades,  and  divisions,  as  soon  as 
the  numberof  volunteers  shall  render  such  organization  in  his 
judgment  expedient.” 

The  first  amendment  to  this  section  was  to  strike 
out  the  word  “companies,”  and  insert,  instead  of  it, 
the  word  “volunteers” — the  effect  of  which  was  to 
let  the  volunteers  be  received  by  the  P,.esident 
wholly  without  organization  under  the  State  authori- 
ty, that  he  might*  have  all  the  power  in  his  own 
hands.  For,  the  next  amendment  proposed  to  the 
section  was,  to  add  the  following  clause,  at  the  end 
of  the  section: 

“And  shall  appoint  the  necessary  officers,  which 
appointments  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Senate  at 
its  next  session.” 


This  was  one  of  the  amendments  with  which 
the  bill  was  returned  from  the  Senate  to  the  House, 
though  it  did  not  meet  their  concurrence,  and  did  not 
become  a part  of  the  act,  which  passed.  I presume 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  reported  and 
acquiesced  in  this  amendment,  and  supported  it. 
[Mr.  Preston  assented.]  Where  will  you  find  a 
more  odious,  or  more  revolting  propositi  n to  the 
people  of  the  several  States,  than  to  take  from  them, 
the  appointment  of  their  own  militia  officers,  and 
g.ve  the  po  wer  of  appointing  all  those  officers  to  the 
President?  Such  was  the  effect,  and  extent  of  the 
Senator’s  amendment;  for  the  bill  amhorized  the 
President  to  accept  the  services  of  ten  thousand 
volunteers;  and  of  course,  the  power  to  “appoint 
the  necessary  officers”  would  have  embraced  the 
appointment,  not  only  of  the  major  generals,  briga- 
dier generals,  and  colonels  of  regiments,  but  all 
the  other  officers,  down  to  the  lowest  subaltern. 
These  journals,  sir,  are  sometimes  troublesome 
things.  Why-,  sir,  the  gentleman  talks  of  a viola- 
tion of  the  Constitution,  in  ihe  plan  proposed  by 
the  Secre  ary  of  War.  Was  there  ever  a more 
palpable  violation  of  that  instrument  proposed  by 
any  one?  Or  a more  glaring  attempt  to  invade  and 
wrest  from  the  States  one  of  their  most  important 
and  expressly  “reserved  rights?”  Never,  sir;  never. 
What  are  the  powers  granted  to  Congress  over  the 
mil tia?  Fust,  the  power  “To  provide  for  calling 
tofth  the  militia  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  Union, 
suppress  insurrections,  and  repel  invasions”  In. 
this  clause,  the  power  is  only  given  to  call  them 
forth,  fotr  three  enumerated  objfcts. 

The  other  clause  gives  to  Congress  the  power — > 

“To  provide  for  organizing,  arming,  and  disciplining  the  mi- 
litia, and  for  governing  such  part  of  them  as  may  be  em- 
ployed in  (he  service  of  the  United  States;  reserving  to  the 
States . respectively , the  appointment  of  the  officers,  and  the 
authority  oi  training  the  militia,  according  to  the  discipline  pre- 
scribed by  Congress.” 

Is  argument  necessary  to  satisfy  the  plainest  un- 
derstanding, ihat  a law  giving  the  power  of  ap- 
pointing officers  of  the  militia  to  the  President, 
under  any  circumstances,  would  be  a clear  and 
indubitable  infraction  of  this  provision  of  the  Con- 
stitution, and  an  outrageous  usurpation  of  one  of 
the  reserved  rights  of  the  S ates?  No,  sir;  there  can. 
be  no  doubt;  and  it  would  be  insulting  to  common, 
sense  to  press  the  argument.  Yet,  sir,  the  author 
of  this  proposition — to  t ike  from  the  people,  in  the 
face  of  ihe  plain  letter  of  the  Constitution,  the  ap- 
pointment of  their  own  miiiiia  officers,  who  are  to 
command  them  in  the  hour  of  baitte,  and  have  the 
guardianship  of  their  lives  and  honor — at  the  same 
time  giving  the  power  of  those  appointment  to  the 
President:  yes,  sir,  ihe  author  of  this  most  mon- 
strous, unconstitutional  proposition,  the  Sena'or 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Preston]  is  the  chosen 
champion  of  ihe  Oppos  t on,  to  inveigh  against  the 
S crerary  of  War,  and  denounce  him  and  ihe  Pre- 
sident for  the  plan  of  organization  submitted  toour 
consideration  ! I will  add  nothing  further  on  this 
point,  than  to  say — the  power  propose  1 by  the  Se- 
nator from  Sou'h  Carolina  never  can  be  exercised 
in  Alabama,  while  my  voice  can  be  heard  and 

heeded. 

Suffer  me  now,  Mr.  President,  to  call  your  at- 
tention to  the  17th  clause  of  Mr.  Poinsett’s  projet, 
which  is  pronounced,  by  the  Senator  from  Snutlv 
Carolina,  [Mr.  Preston,]  as  “monstrous  and  un- 
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constitutional.”  It  is  on  this  clause  the  Senator  I 
.relies, _as  I understand  him,  to  establish  the  charge 
of  unconstitutionally,  and  the  consequent  impma- 
4ion  of  grasping  ambition  and  usurpation.  That 
it  may  be  fairly  understood,  I will  read  the  clause 
in  question,  which  is  in  the  following  words: 

“17ih.  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  authorized 
to  call  forth  and  assemble  such  numbers  of  the  active  force  of 
the  militia,  at  such  places  within  their  respective  districts,  and 

at  such  limes,  not  exceeding  twice  nor days  iu  the  same 

year,  as  lie  may  deem  necessary;  and  during  such  period,  in- 
cluding ihe  time  when  going  to  and  returning  from  the  place  of 
rendezvous,  they  shall  be  deemed  in  the  service  of  the  tinned 
States,  and  be  subject  to  such  regulations  as  the  President  ntay 
think  proper  to  adopt  for  their  instruction,  discipline,  and  im- 
provement in  military  knowledge,  - 

.Now,  sir,  taking  this  clause  independ:n',ly  of  all 
others,  I do  not  hesitate  to  admit  its  unconstitu- 
tionality.  In  the  usual  acceptation  < f the  terms,  1 
can  never  agree  that  Congiesscan  give  the  Presi- 
dent power  to  call  forih  the  militia,  merely  for  dis- 
cipline, norfor  any  other  purpose  than  to  ‘ execute 
the  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress  insurrections,  and 
repel  invasions.”  Nor  can  I agree  that  they  shall 
be  considered  “in  the  service  of  the  United  States,” 
or  that  the  President  shall  prescribe  regulations, 
or,  in  ihe  language  of  the  Senator,  command  them, 
when  merely  under  discipline.  But,  sir,  does  not 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Preston] 
know  that,  in  placing  a construction  upon  any  in- 
strument, law,  or  document,  all  the  parts  upon  the  I 
same  subject  should  be  taken  together?  He  cer- 
tainly ought  to  know  this.  Well,  sir,  are  there  no 
other  clauses  of  the  Secretary’s  document  bearing 
upon  this  question?  Yes,  sir,  the  very  clause  pre- 
ceding the  one  he  read.  The  16th  clause  of  the 
Secretary’s  plan  proposes: 

“16th.  That  the  officers  of  the  militia  of  the  several  classes 
shall  be  appointed  by  and  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislature 
of  the  respective  States  shall  direct,  and  in  the  Territories  of  the 
United  States  in  such  manner  as  is  prescribed  by  existing 
laws.” 

This  certainly  proposes  to  leave  more  power 
with  the  States  than  the  Senator’s  amendment  to 
the  bill  in  1836,  upon  which  I have  commented 
did.  It  leaves  them  the  power  of  appointing  their 
own  officers;  and  the  men,  the  care  and  guardian- 
ship of  those  who  may  be  chosen  by  themselves, 
or  their  States. 

The  39th  clause  of  the  Secretary’s  projet,  clearly 
contemplates  that  his  plan  of  organization  is  to  be 
carried  out  by  State  legislation.  An  examination 
of  it  will  satisfy  the  most  prejudiced  mind  that  it 
is  to  be  submitted  to  the  States  for  their  adoption; 
for  it  concludes  with  a proviso,  “that  until  such 
enrolment  and  organization  be  made,  the  existing 
laws  governing  the  militia  of  each  State  be  consi- 
dered as  still  in  force.”  The  Senate  can,  however, 
place  their  own  construction  upon  it:  it  is  in  the 
following  words: 

“39th.  That  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  States,  at  the  ear- 
nest petiodof  time  after  the  adoption  of  this  system,  enact  such 
laws  as  may  be  necessary  to  enrol  and  organize  the  militia  of 
the  respective  States,  according  to  the  ptovisions  contained 
herein:  provided  that,  until  such  enrolment  and  organization 
be  made,  the  existing  laws  governing  the  militia  of  each  State 
be  considered  as  still  in  force.” 

But,  sir,  this  is  not  all.  To  obviate  all  doubt  of 
the  Secretary’s  meaning  in  tiie  projet  originally 
submitted  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Militia  of  that 
House,  addressed  him  in  a letter,  under  their  in- 
structions, for  a ‘ more  full  exposition  of  his  views.” 
What  is  the  Secretary’s  reply  to  the  question, 
whether  he  intended  that  power  should  be  given  to 


the  President  to  call  all  the  militia  of  one  district 
to  assemble  together  at  one  place,  and  out  of  their 
respective  States.  Here  it  is: 

“The  proposition  to  divide  the  territory  of  the  United  States, 
by  which  is  here  meant  the  area  embraced  by  the  geographical 
boundaries  of  the  whole  Confederacy,  is  intended  for  military 
purposes,  in  order  that  each  district  may  be  commanded  by  one 
officer,  who  would  have  the  general  direction  of  the  regulars 
and  militia  within  the  district;  but  the  plan  contemplated  that 
the  power  of  the  President  to  call  out  the  militiu  should  be  re- 
stricted to  assembling  the  militia  of  each  State  within  its  own 
territorial  limits.” 

He  says  “the  power  of  the  President  to  call  out 
the  militia  should  be  restricted  to  a-sembling  the 
militia  of  eqch  State  within  its  own  territorial  li- 
mits.” Hence  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina may  dismiss  his  alarm  about  the  PresidenS 
calling  the  mtlitia  from  Lee,  Russejl,  and  other 
western  counties  of  Virginia,  all  the  way  into  the 
District  ot  Columbia,  to  be  trained!  His  fears  may1 
be  quieted,  too,  in  regard  to  the  danger  of  the  Pre- 
sident, or  some  of  his  successors,  concern  rating  tea 
thousand  of  the  militia  in  the  rotundo  of  the  Capi- 
tol, with  bristling  bayonets,  on  Ihe  eve  of  a Presi- 
dential election,  to  overawe  and  control  ihe  voles 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  for  that  important 
office. 

The  Secretary  goes  further,  as  to  his  purpose  of 
submitting  his  pl.an  to  the  States  lor  their  co-opera- 
lion.  Hear  the  following  part  of  his  explanatory 
letter: 

“With  regard  to  the  17th  article,  the  game  difficulty  which 
presented  itself  to  the  committee,  occurred  to  me  when  con- 
sidering this  subject,  viz:  that  provisii  n of  the  Constitution 
which  restricts  the  power  of  Congress  over  the  militia  to  orga- 
nizing, arming,  and  disciplining  them,  reserving  to  the  States- 
respectively  the  appointment  ol  officeis,  and  the  authority  of 
training  the  militia  according  to  Ihe  discipline  piescribed  by 
Congress.  Allhough  the  word  “disciplining”  issuscepnble  of 
a diifeient  interpretation  from  that  given  to  it  here,  yet  the  sub- 
sequent reservation  to  the  Slates  ol  the  power  to  train  the  mili- 
tia according  to  the  system  of  discipline  adopted  by  Congress, 
would  seem  to  define  its  meaning;  and  as  we  cannot  be  too 
scrupulous  in  our  interpretation  of  the  Constitution,  I propose- 
that,  in  the  event  of  us  becoming  necessary,  to  resort  to  draughts 
in  order  to  fill  the  ranks  of  the  active  class  of  militia,  to  apply 
to  the  States  to  place  by  law  their  contingents  at  the  disposal  of 
the  General  Government,  for  a period  of  not  more  than  thirty 
days  of  every  year,  for  the  purpose  of  their  being  trained  in  con- 
junction with  ihe  regular  troops,  and  by  veteran  officers.  It  is- 
not  probable  that  this  co-operation  will  be  withheld  by  any 
State,  when  the  advantages  are  presented  to  it  of  possessing  a 
body  of  well  organized,  well  armed,  and  well  disciplined  militia,, 
without  any  expense,  either  to  the  States  or  to  the  citizens  there- 
of ; and  when  they  are  made  aware  that  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  assemble  such  militia  at  convenient  points 
within  each  State,  and  in  the  vicinity  of  depots  of  arms,  which 
it  is  proposed  to  establish  as  part  of  the  system. 

Here  he  speaks  of  his  purpo-e  of  applying  to  the 
Stales  to  place  their  militia  of  the  “ active  class 
“ at  the  disposal  of  the  General  Government,”  fr 
how  long,  or  for  what  purpose?  “ For  a period  of 
not  more  than  thiriy  days  of  every  year,  for  the 
purpose  of  their  being  trained,  in  conjunction  witht 
tegular  troops,  and  by  veteran  officers.” 

The  Senator  Irom  South  Carolina  is  mistaken, 
then,  in  supposing  that  it  was  the  design  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  or  the  President,  merely  by  the 
legislation  of  Congress,  and  independently  of  the 
Siate  authorities,  to  assume  the  command  of  the 
militia.  He  is  mistaken  in  saying  it.  was  contem- 
plated to  drag  the-m  out  of  Ihtir  own  States.  Then 
what  does  this  “monstrous  proposition”  amount  to? 
Why,  sir,  that,  with  the  consent  of  ihe  Siates,  the 
President  may  appoint  the  times  and  places  at  which 
ihe  militia  ot'  the  “active  class”  shall  assemble 
within  their  respective  Staies,  for  ihe  purpose  of 
being  trained.  That,  with  the  consent  of  the 
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States,  he  may  designate  officers  of  the  regular  i 
army,  not  to  command,  but  to  drill  them;  and  also 
that  they  be  “trained  in  conjunction  with  regular 
troops.”  The  State  Legislatures  have  power  to  do 
all  this,  if  they  thought  proper:  that  is,  they  could 
requite  any  class  of  their  militia  to  assemble,  en- 
camp, and  muster,  at  such  times  and  such  places, 
within  their  respective  States,  as  they  thought  pro- 
per; or  they  could  authorize  any  officer  to  appoinr 
those  times  and  places;  or  they  could  appoint,  ot 
designate,  any  officer  (even  of  the  regular  army, 
with  the  consent  of  his  superiors)  to  drill  or  train 
them.  And  could  they  not  authorize  the  President 
to  appoint  the  times  and  places  of  training,  within 
the  respective  States;  and,  also,  authorize  him  to 
cause  the  active  class  to  be  trained  “with  regulat 
troops,  and  by  veteran  officers?”  Unquestionably, 
the  State  Legislatures  could  do  these  things.  Then, 
although  we  eannot  approve  of  the  plan,  why  shall 
we  denounce  and  execrate  the  Secretary  of  War, 
for  the  mere  proposal?  I think  I know  why  it  has 
been,  and  will  continue  to  be  done.  If  I were  to 
make  twenty  conjectures, as  to  the  motive  that  impels 
to  such  a course,  every  one  of  them  would  be  that 
it  has  been,  and  will  continue  to  be  done — first, 
because  Mr.  Van  Buren  is  a candidate  for  re- 
election  to  the  office  of  President;  and  second,  be- 
cause the  plan  for  the  reorganization  of  the  militia 
can  be  so  misrepresented  and  distorted  as  to  in- 
jure him  in  the  estimation  of  his  fellow  citizens.  If 
the  same  plan  had  been  suspended  for  the  pre- 
sent, and  proposed  at  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress, after  the  President’s  re-election,  although 
it  might  have  been  disapproved  by  some,  it  would 
have  excited  no  alarm — the  Whig  camp  would 
have  been  “ as  calm  as  a summer’s  morning.” 

Sir,  this  is  not  the  only  instance  in  which  the 
Senator  and  his  friends  have  waged  this  descrip- 
tion of  warfare  against  the  Administration.  The 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Preston]  in 
the  outset  of  this  debate,  was  loud  in  his  com- 
plaints that  the  committee  had  dragged  in,  as  he 
expressed  it,  the  reports  of  General  Harrison.  It 
was  in  vain  that  he  was  reminded  of  the  fact  that 
the  committee  had  commenced  their  report,  as  they 
declare,  in  the  very  first  sentence,  with  a view  to 
examine  the  subject  of  the  reorganization  of  the 
militia,  “in  reference  to  the  powers  of  Congress, 
the  various  plans  which  have  been  proposed,  and 
such  measures  as  have  been  matured,  at  different 
periods,  since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution, 
without  ever  having  read  one  of  General  Harri- 
son’s reports,  and  without  knowing  he  had  ever 
made  one — at  least  so  far  as  the  chairman  is  con- 
cerned. It  was  in  vain  the  Senator  was  assured 
that  the  reports  of  General  HarrisoD  thus  came  up, 
legitimately,  in  the  path  upon  which  the  commit- 
tee sat  out,  and  were  used  by  them  only  because 
they  belonged  to  the  subject.  All  these  protesta- 
tions did  not  seem  to  be  satisfactory;  it  is  difficult 
to  satisfy  a gentleman  who  is  resolved  not  to  be 
content. 

But  in  the  mean  time,  the  report  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Militia,  of  the  other  House,  including  a 
minority  report,  signed  by  four  of  the  Senatoi’s 
political  fri  nds,  is  printed  and  laid  upon  our 
tables.  Well,  having  examined  and  written  upon 
the  same  subject  m)self,  it  was  very  natural  that  I 
should  desire  to  see  what  Uioae  distinguished  gea- 


I tlernefo  had  said  of  Mr.  Poinsett’s  report.  Ac- 
cordingly, I read  this  minority  report — and  what  do 
I find?  Why,  sir,  that  they,  too,  have  “dragged  in’’ 
ihe  same  identical  reports  of  General  Harrison,, 
made  in  1817  and  1819,  from  which  the  committee 
of  the  Senate  had  made  extracts!  Yet,  the  Sena- 
tor has  not  thought  pmper  to  censure  them.  It 
would  not,  I presume,  comport  with  his  notions  of 
equality,  while  censuring  the  committee  of  the- 
Senate  for  dragging  in  General  Harrison’s  reports* 
to  censure  his  political  ftiends  for  doing  precisely 
the  same  thing.  It  is  true,  sir,  there  ig  some  dif- 
ference in  the  extracts  the  minority  of  ihe  commit- 
tee of  the  House  have  thought  proper  to  make,  and 
those  made  by  the  committee  of  the  Senate.  They 
have  given  the  argument,  and  theoretical  views  of 
General  Harrison,  in  favor  of  a well  disciplined 
militia,  together  with  a few  of  his  accustomed  dis- 
plays of  historical  learning  in  reference  to  the  an- 
cient Republics — how  “small  Republics  have  been, 
overthrown  by  those  which  were  more  powerful, 
as  Saguntumjdestroyed  by  Carthage,  and  Numaatia 
by  Rome.” 

But,  sir,  the  minority  have  wholly  omitted  to  no- 
tice the  result  of  all  this  learning  and  argument — 
the  distinct,  practical  proposition,  with  which  Ihe 
report  concludes,  and  the  point,  to  establish  the  ex- 
pediency of  which  all  the  foregoing  part  seems  to 
have  been  intended — that  is,  the  proposition  to  give 
a military  education  to  “a'l  the  youth  of  the  Uni- 
ted States.”  This  is  in  both  the  same  reports  from 
which  they  quote,  and  from  which  the  committee 
of  the  Senate  make  extracts;  yet  they  do  not  notice 
it  at  ah,  though  it  is  clear  it  would  involve  the  an- 
nual expenditure  ot  millions  of  dollars. 

The  minority  committee  report,  however,  does 
not  fail  to  notice  the  public  expense  and  individual 
burdens  whieh  would  attend  the  adoption  of  Mr. 
PoinseU’s  plan.  They  set  them  forth  to  the  “pub- 
lic eye”  in  bold  relief.  They  first  set  forth  that 
part  of  Mr.  Poinsett’s  plan  which  requires  the  mili- 
tia to  arm  themselves,  iu  the  following  terms: 

“The  Secretary  of  War  computes  the  number  of  the  militia 
at  one  million  five  hundred  thousand  between  the  age  of  twenty, 
and  under  that  of  forty-five  years,  who  are  to  be  enrolled,  etc.: 
and  every  citizen  so  enrolled,  etc.  ‘shall,  within  three  months 
thereafter,  provide  himself  with  a good  musket — bore  of  suffi- 
cient capacity  to  receive  a lead  ball  of  eighteen  in  the  pound,  a 
sufficient  bayonet  and  belt,  two  spare  flints,  a knapsack,  car- 
tridge box— to  contain  at  least  twenty-four  cartridges,  suited  to 
the  bore  of  bis  musket;  and  each  cartridge  to  contain  a ball  and 
three  buckshot,  and  a sufficient  quantity  of  powder,  or  with  a 
good  rifle,  knapsack,  shot  pouch,  and  powder  horn,  or  flask, 
with  sufficient  powder  and  hall  for  twenty-four  charges,  and 
two  spare  flint;  and  that  he  shall  appear  so  armed,  equipped, 
and  provided,  when  called  out  for  exercise,  or  into  service.” 

The  committee  then  go  on  to  say,  in  substance, 
that  they  have  endeavored  to  procure  the  prices  of 
the  materials  with  which  all  the  militiamen  are 
required  to  furnish  themselves;  and  seem  to  deplore 
their  disappointment  in  not  having  obtained  them. 
They  proceed,  however,  upon  ihe  best  data  they 
have,  and  estimate  the  gun  and  other  equipments 
of  each  militia  man  to  cost  $20.  They  then  pro- 
ceed arithmetically,  and  very  correc'ly  state,  that, 
“to  purchase  these  one  million  and  a half  of  mus- 
kets, &c.  at  twenty  dollars  each,  would  cost  the 
people  of  the  United  States  thirty  millions  of  dol- 
lars. Are  they  prepared  at  this  lima  of  pecuniary- 
distress  to  advance  this  sum  of  thirty  millions  of' 
dollars  out  of  their  piivate  pockets?  We  think 
not;  we  know  they  are  not.”  “So  far,  so  good.”1 
At  the  price  assumed,  it  would  cost  all  the  estimated 
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number  of  the  militia,  of  the  Union,  that  sum,  to! 
arm  and  equip  themselves  in  the  manner  proposed; 
and  for  one,  1 would  not  consent  to  enforce  such  a 
regulation. 

But,  sir,  if  it  was  the  object  of  the  minority 
of  the  committee  of  the  other  House  to  give  the 
country  full  and  correct  information  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and  enable  them  to  form  a true  opinion,  as  to 
the  amount  of  new  burdens,  sought  to  be  imposed 
upon  them  by  ths  Secretary  of  War,  they  have 
‘'no  doubt  unintentionally”  omitted  one  important 
fact;  that  is,  that  the,  law,  as  it  now  exists  upon  the 
statute  hook,  requires  of  them  precisely  the  same 
thing.  By  the  law  of  May  8th,  1792,  passed  under 
General  Washington’s  administration,  and  sought 
to  be  enforced  by  the  act  of  March,  1803,  ap- 
proved by  Mr.  Jefferson,  every  man,  subject  to 
militia  duty,  is  now  required  to  arm  and  equip 
himself,  at  his  own  expense,  and  substantially, 
in  the  same  manner.  To  relieve  all  apprehension 
that  this  is  a new  burden,  attempted  to  be  imposed 
on  the  people,  I will  ask  the  Secretary  to  read  the 
first  section  of  the  act  first  mentioned  to  the  Senate. 
[The  Secretary  then  read  'hat  section  from  the  act 
of  May  8th,  1792,  in  the  following  words: 

“Section  l.  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Re- 
present  atives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress 
assembled.  That  each  and  every  free,  able-bodied,  white,  male 
citizen  of  the  respective  States,  resident  therein,  who  is  or 
shall  be  of  the  age  of  eighteen  years,  and  under  the  age  of  forty - 
live  years,  (except  as  is  hereinafter  excepted,)  shall,  severally 
and  respectively,  be  enrolled  in  the  militia  by  the  captain  or 
commanding  officer  of  the  company  within  whose  bounds  such 
citizen  shalf  reside,  and  that  within  twelve  months  after  the 
.passing  of  this  act:  and  it  shall,  at  all  times  hereafter,  be  the 
duty  ofevery  such  captain  or  commanding  officer  of  a compa- 
ny to  Enrol  every  such  citizen  as  aforesaid,  and  also  those  who 
shall,  from  time  to  time,  arrive  at  the  age  of  eighteen  years,  or, 
being  of  the  age  of  eighteen  years,  and  under  the  age  of  forty- 
five  years,  (except  as  before  excepted,)  shall  come  to  reside 
within  his  bounds;  andshall,  without  delay,  notify  such  citizen 
of  the  said  enrolment  by  a proper  non-commissioned  officer  of 
the  company,  by  whom  such  notice  may  be  proved.  That 
every  citizen  so  enrolled  and  notifi-d  shall*  within  six  months 
thereafter,  provide  himself  with  a good  musket,  or  firelock;  a 
sufficient  bayonet  and  belt;  two  spare  flints,  and  a knapsack; 
a pouch,  with  a box  therein,  to  contain  not  less  than  twenty- 
four  cartridges  suited  to  the  bore  of  his  musket,  orfirelock,  each 
cartridge  to  contain  a proper  quantity  of  powder  and  ball;  or, 
with  a good  rifle,  knapsack,  shot-pouch,  and  powder-horn, 
twenty  balls,  suited  to  the  bore  of  his  rifle,  and  a quarter  of  a 
pound  of  powder:  andshall  appear,  so  armed,  accoutred,  and 
provided,  when  called  out  to  exercise,  ot  into  service,  except 
that,  when  called  out  on  company  days  to  exercise  only,  he 
may  appear  without  a knapsack.  That  the  commissioned  offi- 
cers shall,  severally,  be  armed  with  a sword  or  hanger,  and 
espont<*on.  And  that,  from  and  after  five  years  from  the 
passing  of  this  act,  all  muskets  for  arming  the  militia,  as  here- 
in required,  shall  be  of  bores  sufficient  for  balls  of  the 
eighteenth  part  of  a psund.  And  every  citizen  so  enrolled,  and 
providing  himself  with  the  arms,  ammnnition,  and  accoutre- 
ments, required  as  aforesaid,  shall  hold  the  same  exempted 
from  all  suits,  distresses,  executions,  or  sales  for  debt,  or  for 
the  payment  of  taxes.” 

Now,  sir,  I assert  that  this  law,  passed  in  1792,  under  Washi- 
ngton^ administration,  is  still  in  force.  Can  any  gentlemen 
dispute  the  fact?  [No  one  denied  it.]  No  one  can  controvert 
it.  Besides,  other  portions  of  the  act,  which  I will  not  consume 
the  time  of  the  Senate  in  reading,  superadd  other  burdens, 
which  are  fully  equal  to  all  that  has  been  proposed  by  Mr. 
Poinsett.  Nay,  more;  a law,  additional  to  this,  which  was 
passed  under  Mr.  Jefferson’s  administration,  and  with  his  ap- 
proval, repealed  that  every  citizen  duly  enrolled  in  the  militia, 
should  be  constantly  provided  with  arms,  accoutrement,  and 
ammunition,  agreeable  to  the  directions  of  said  act,”  which  has 
just  been  read.  Neither  of  these  laws  has  ever  been  repealed; 
they  are  both  in  full  force;  and  it  rests  with  the  Legislatures 
of  the  respective  States  (as  it  would  if  Mr.  Poinsett’s  plan  were 
adopted)  to  say  whether  they  will  enfore  them.  Then  the 
Secretary  of  War  only  proposed,  in  this  particular,  to  embrace 
in  his  plan  the  re  enactment  of  the  old  law.  Is  it  not  jus:— is 
it  not  fair — that  the  country  should  know  and  understand  this 
important  fact,  before  they  pass  the  sentence  of  condemnation, 
which  is  demanded  against  him?  No  just  or  impartial  man 
w ill  say  no,  So  much  for  his  startling  parade  of  individual  ex- 


penditures and  burdens,  which  are  just  the  same  that  every 
militiaman  is  now  subject  to,  and  no  more. 

That  nothing  which  could  possibly  excite  feelings  of  preju- 
dice or  indignation  against  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  the  Admi- 
nistration, might  be  omited,  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Preston]  has  brought  to  your  view  the  28th  clause  of  M 
Poinsett’s  projet,  and  has  characterized  it  as  ono  of  its  new  and 
unprecedented  features.  Here,  again,  sir,  the  Senator  is  mis- 
taken; the  enactment  proposed  in  that  clause  is  not  without 
high  precedent.  The  Senator,  I presume,  will  acknowledge 
that  Wm,  B.  Giles  of  Virginia,  was,  throughout  his  life,  one  of 
the  most  distinguished  Republicans  of  this  Union.  The  gen- 
tleman will,  doubtless,  be  surprised  when  I tell  him  that  the 
Secretary  of  War  but  followed  in  his  footsteps  when  framing 
this  clause,  as  he  did  in  those  of  General  Knox,  and  General 
Haryison  (one  or  both)  in  all  the  other  important  features  of 
his  plan.  Having  already  consumed  so  much  time,  Mr.  Pre- 
sident I will  only  read  the  clause  of  Mr.  Poinsett’s  projet,  which 
has  been  referred  to,  and  the  6th  section  of  a bill  reported  in  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Gdes,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
on  Saturdy,  the  5th  of  November,  1814. 

The  28th  clause  in  Mr.  Poinsett’s  plan: 

“28th.  That  every  officer,  non-commissioned  officer,  artifi- 
cer, musician,  or  private  of  the  militia,  who  shall  fail  to  obey 
the  orders  of  the  United  States,  in  the  case  provided  for  calling 
forth  the  active  force,  or  parte  thereof,  (in  the  17th  head,)  shall 
be  fined,  and  forfeit  a sum  not  exceeding  three  months’  pay,  nor 
less  than  half  a month’s  pay,  according  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  as  a court  martial  may  determine:  and  that  every  offi- 
cer, non-commissioned  officer,  artificer,  musician,  or  private  of 
the  militia,  who  shall  fail  to  obey  the  orders  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  in  any  of  the  cases  cited  in  the  18th  and  19th 
heads,  shall  forfeit  a sum  not  exceeding  one  year's  pay,  and  not 
less  than  one  month’s  pay,  to  be  determined  and  adjudged,  ac- 
cording to  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  by  a Court  martial: 
and  such  officer  shall,  moreover  be  liable  to  be  cashiered  by 
sentence  of  a court  martial,  and  be  incapacitated  from  holding  *a 
commission  in  the  militia  for  a term  of  4 years,  at  the  discretion, 
of  said  court;  and  non-commissioned  officers  and  privates  shall 
be  liable  to  be  imprisoned  by  the  sentence  of  a court  martial,  on 
failure  of  the  payment  of  fines  adjudged  against  them,  for  oivj 
calendar  month  for  every  five  dollars  ef  such  fine  ” 

Section  6 of  Mr.  Giles’s  bill: 

“Sec.  6.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  every  officer,  non- 
commissioned, ©r  private,  of  the  militia,  who  shall  fail  to  obey 
the  orders  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  carrying  into 
effect  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  act,  shall  forfeit  and  pay  a 

snm  not  exceeding  years’  pay,  nor  less  than  

months’  pay,  and  such  officer  shall,  moreover,  be  liable  to  be 
cashiered  by  sentence  of  a court  martial,  and  be  incapacitated 
from  holding  a commission  in  the  militia  for  a term  not  exceedi- 
ng   , at  the  discretion  of  the  said  court;  and  such  non- 

commissioned officer  and  private  shall  be  liable  to  be  impri- 
soned, by  a like  sentence,  on  failure  to  pay  the  fines  adjudged 
against  them,  being  respectively  for  one  calendar  month  for  eve- 
ry five  dollars  of  such  fine.” 

Now,  sir,  will  the  gentleman,  can  he,  point  out  the  difference? 
Let  not  the  gentleman  say  that  this  bill,  or  the  section  I have 
read,  had  exclusive  reference  to  the  war— upon  examination 
he  will  find  that  all  the  usual  duties  of  enrolling,  classing,  and 
every  other  duty,  almost,  connected  wiih  the  organization  of 
the  militia,  may  be  found  in  this  hill  of  Mr.  Giles.  The  sixth 
section  of  the  bill,  as  I have  shown,  proposed  that  the  punish- 
ment of  being  fined,  imprisoned  or  cashiered,  was  to  be  in- 
flicted by  a sentence  of  a court  martial,  for  failing  “to  obey 
the  orders  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  carrying 
into  effect  any  of  the  provisions  of  that  act.”  After  the  ex- 
hibition of  this  further  precedent  and  authority  for  the  plan 
of  the  Secretary  of  War,  I hope  the  Senatop  from  South 
Carolina,  [Mr.  Preston.]  will  not  insiston  ^siribing  to  him 
such  exclusive  originality.  I dare  say,  it  is  an  honor,  of  which 
he  is  not  now  peculiarly  ambitious. 

Mr.  Giles’s  bill  was  founded  on  the  projet  of  Mr.  Monroe, 
who  was  then  Secretary  of  War;  but  neither  the  talents,  high 
standing,  public  services,  nor  Republican  virtue,  of  those  two 
distinguished  men,  could  save  them  from  the  vituperation  and 
abuse  of  the  Federal  party,  which  was  then  in  opposition  to 
the  Democratic  administration  of  Mr.  Madison.  To  show’  you 
how  ready  that  class  of  politicians  are  to  find  fault  with  any 
and  every  Republican  administration,  and  how  unsparing  and 
reckless  they  are  in  their  denunciations,  I beg  leave  to  read 
you  some  remarks  from  the  seventh  volume  of  Niles’s  Weekly- 
Register,  showing  the  manner  in  which  the  Opposition  then 
spoke  of  the  projet  of  Mr.  Monroe,  and  the  bill  of  Mr.  Giles. 
The  article  I shall  read  is  in  reply  to  the  vituperation  of  thtt 
then  Opposition;  and  I shall  leave  it  to  the  Senate  to  judge  how- 
far  a similar  notice  might  not  be  justly  taken  of  the  denuncia- 
tion heaped  upon  the  present  .Secretary  of  War  and  the  Presi- 
dent. The  following  is  the  article  to  which  I alh  de» 

“ Militia  drafts— or  ‘ Conscription .’ 

“Th 'ghost  of  ‘French  influence’  being  la’d  in  the  sea  that 
washes  theeshores  of  the  little  island  of  Elba-  faction,  at  a loss, 
for  some  noisy  word,  happily  grasped  ‘conscription,’  and 
wielded  it  with  no  Uttleefl'ect,  on  the  mines  of  the  people,  It, 
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is  astonishing  how  complete  may  be  a delusion  when  a large 
body  of  men  unite  and  act  together,  to  mislead  the  judgment— 
and  I dare  say,  there  are  tens  of  thousands  of  very  honest  men, 
who  really  believe  that  the  plans  for  raising  a military  force, 
lately  before  Congress,  had  their  origin  with  Napoleon  Bona- 
parte, and  never  were  embodied  on  paper  but  by  him,  except 
in  the  projet  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  in  the  bill  recently 
reported  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Giles. 

“To  undeceive  honest  men,  and  give  our  readers  in  general 
a document  of  high  interest,  we  devote  a great  part  of  this 
number  to  the  insertion  of  Washington’s  plan  lor  organizing 
an  army  in  1790.  That  it  was  his  plan,  is  undeniable  from  the 
assertion  of  General  Knox,  that  ‘it  was  modified  according  to 
the  alterations  you  [Washington]  were  pleased  to  insert.’ 

“We  heaiiily  recommend  n.  to  the  perusal  of  every  one.  Let 
Mr.  Monroe’s  projet(page  137)  and  Mr.  Giles’s  bill,  (page  181) 
be  also  carefully  react—  and  let  the  leader  lay  his  hand  on  lus 
heart,  and  say  which  looks  the  most  like  a ‘conscription.’” 
[Niles’s  Register,  Saiurday,  January  7,  1815. 

Thus,  sir,  we  find  the  opposition  to  the  Republican  Adminis- 
tration of  Kir.  Madison  crying  out  against  the  militia  plan  of 
the  Secretary  of  War,  arid  denouncing  as  ‘ conscription”  the 
bill  reported  on  that  basis  by  Ins  leading  Democratic  friend  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  In  reference  to  the  violent 
and  extravagant  denunciations  which  have  been  hurled  by 
their  political  enemies  against  the  present  Secretary  of  War, 
and  the  President,  we  might  exclaim,  with  the  writer  of  the 
article  you  have  just  heard:  “It  is  astonishing  how  complete 
maybe  a delusion,  when  a large  body  of  men  unite  and  act 
together,  to  mislead  the  judgment !” 

Amongst  other  complaints  made  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  [Mr.  Preston,]  is  this— that  the  President  warmly 
recommends  the  plan  ol  the  Secretary  oi  War.  As  I under- 
stand much  exertion  has  baen  used  in  elaborate  addresses,  as 
well  as  speeches,  to  fix  this  charge  upon  the  President,  whilst 
I 'am  upon  the  subject,  it  may  be  well  to  show  what  he  did  say, 
in  contradistinction  to  what  he.did  not  say.  What  he  did  say,  and 
all  he  said,  upon  the  subject,  is  to  be  found  in  this  short  para 
graph: 

“The  present  condition  of  the  defences  6f  our  principal  sea- 
ports and  navy  yards,  as  represented  by  the  accompanying  re- 
port of  the  Secretary  of  War,  calls  for  the  early  and  serious 
attention  of  Congress;  and,  as  connecting  itself  intimately  with 
this  subject,  I cannot  recommend  too  strongly  to  your  considera- 
tion the  plan  submitted  by  that  officer  lor  the  organization  of 
the  militia  of  the  United  States.” 

Now,  sir,  the  President  does  not  say  here,  as  may  have  been, 
and  doubtless  has  been,  represented,  that  he  recommends,  the 
plan  to  the  adoption  of  Congress.  After  alluding  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  “defences  of  our  principal  seaports  and  navy 
yards”  in  a manner  to  indicate  that  they  “required  our  early 
and  serious  attention,”  as  intimately  connected  with  that  sub- 
ject, he  says  he  “cannot  recommend  too  strongly  to  your  con- 
sideration the  plan  submitted  by  that  officer  (die  Secretary  of 
War)  for  the  organization  of  the. militia  of  (the  United  Stares.”: 
There  is  certainly  a vast  difierence,  as  it  must  strike  the  mind  of 
every  one,  between  calling  on  us  to  adopt  and  calling  on 
us  to  consider  a plan.  He  could  not  well  have  said 
less,  and  have  directed  our  attention  to  the  report  at 
all  Besides,  at  that  time,  he  had  nothing  before  him 
but  the  general  outline  of  the  plan,  as  contained  in  the  Secre- 
tary’s annual  report.  The  details  ol  the  plan,  which  have  been 
seized  upon  as  unconstitutional  and  abnoxious,  were  not  made 
out  till  about  three  months  afterwards;  the  letter  containing 
them  bears  date  on  the  20th  of  March  last,  responsive  to  a 
resolution  of  the  House,  and  were  never  seen  by  the  President 
till  alter  th<  y were  presented.  Hear  what  the  Secretary  nim 
self  says  on  this  point  in  reply  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Central 
Democratic  Committee  ofVirginia: 

“The  President  concurred  with  me  in  opinion  with  regard; 
lo  the  importance  of  reorganizing  the  militia  at  this  time  but 
bad  no  agency  in  preparing  the  plan  reported  to  Congress  and 
no  previous  knowledge  of  its  details.  It  was  prepared,  as  has 
already  been  stated,  at  the  request  of  a Committee  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  expressed  at  the  close  of  last  session,  and 
reported  to  this  Congress  upon  a call  of  the  House,  made  di- 
rectly upon  the  Secretary  of  War,  and,  as  is  usual  in  all  such 
cases,  sent  to  that  body  without  being  previously  submitted  to 
the  President.  With  it  or  its  details  he,  therefore,  Lad  nothing 
lo  do.” 

Such  is  the  deliberate  statement  of  a man  who  could  not  he 
suspected  of  falsehood  or  prevarication  by  any  man  who  is 
acquainted  with  his  character.  I will  add  this  question  for  the 
consideration  of  every  man  ol  fairness  and  liberality:  Is  it 

possible  for  the  president  to  perform  the  other  duties  ol  his 
high  and  reponsible  office,  and  examine  all  the  reports  of  the 
beads  of  departments  and  bureaus,  during  the  session  of  Con- 
gress'? Who  will  answer  in  the  affirmative'? 

I trust,  Mr.  President,  I have  ai ready  said  enough  to  excuse 
the  committee  for  not  having  indignantly  rebuked  the  Presi- 
dent and  Secretary,  as  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Preston]  said  we  should  have  done.  Ifany  thing  furrhershouid 
be  necessary,  ho  vever,  I would  only  remind  the  Senator,  that  he 
and  the  committee  Lave  occupied  positions,  in  relerence  to 
Ibis  matter,  altogether  different.  The  committee  had  duties  ol 
a somewhat  judicial  nature  devolved  upon  them,  and  were 


bound  to  investigate  and  decide  with  fairness  and  impartiality 
— whilst  the  Senator  haa  appeared,  in  much  that  he  has  said, 
rather  more  in  the  character  and  spirit  of  a prosecuting  attorney.. 

Finding  it  impossible  to  urge  the  conviction  of  Mr.  Pumisetf. 
successfully,  sustained  as  he  is  by  the  reports  of  G n.  Knox 
and  Gen.  Harrison,  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  rather 
admitted  they  had  gone  too  far,  and  has  endeavoied  to  excuse 
them,  whilst  he  censured  the  present  Secretary  with  so  much 
acrimony.  How  does  he  attempt  this  exculpation?  Why, sir, 
by  reminding  us  that  they  were  old  soldiers,  and,  when  their 
reports  were  made,  still  smarting  under  wounds  leceived  in  their 
country’sservice,  which  were  not  then  completely  cicatrized  * 
Whether  Gen.  Knox  had  received  wounds  1 really  do  nor 
recollect,  he  had,  however,  been  out  of  military  service  some 
ten  years,  I suppose,  when  his  report  was  made— and  at  least 
long  enough  to  calm  his  feeelings,  and  moderate  his  military 
enthusiasm.  Nor  do  I know  whether  General  Harrison  had 
received  wounds  in  the  military  service  of  his  country.  He 
.certainly  did  not  at  Lower  Sandusky,  for  he  was  with  his 
army,  about  seven  miles  distant,  with  bis  munitions  and  stores 
all  piled  up  leady  for  the  toich;  with  troubled  pace,  walking  to 
and  fro;  wiingmg  his  hands  and  exclaiming,  “his  blood  be  upon 
his  own  head,  I wash  my  hands  ol  it” — while  the  youthful  but 
gallant  Croghan,  with  abouuone  hundred  and  thirty  men,  and 
one  six-pounder,  in  a fort  he  had  been  ordered  by  his  Gen  ral 
(Harrison)  to  abandon,  as  indelensible,  achieved  a most  glorious 
andever  memorable  victory  over  British  and  Indians  combined, 
to  the  number  of  about  two  thousand.  He  received  i o wound  at 
the  River  Raisin  where  the  brave  and  patriotic  Kentuckians, 
under  Gen.  Winchester,  were  overwhelmed  by  superior 
force,  and  massacred  m cold  blood  by  the  Indian  allies  ol  Great 
Britain  with  the  permis  ion  ol* British  officers,  whilst  he  [Gen. 
Harrison)  reposed  with  his  army  at  Camp  Meigs,  within  some 
thirty  miles,  or  one  day’s  forced  march.  [bateau  oi  marching 
to  the  relief  of  those  unfortunate  men,  he  burnt  his  stores,  and 
retreated  to  Carrying  river.  He  received  no  wound  at  theseige 
of  Fort  Meigs,  (oi  which  I have  ever  heard.)  lor  he  remaintd 
securely  in  his  fort,  while  the  chivalrous  Col.  Miller  (now  a 
member  of  Congress  from  Missouri)  by  his  brave  and  success- 
ful sortie,  obtained  a victory,  which. settled  the  difficulty,  and 
entitled  him  to  imperishable  fame.  Nor  did  he  receive  any 
wound  at  the  battle  oi  the  Thames,  having  reluctantly  puisued 
the  enemy  from  Sandwich,  and  having  been  (n  1 am  corr<  etiy 
informed)  at  a respectable  distance  from  theilirean  e efronfl  cc 
and  danger.  Talk  of  Gen.  Harrison’s  wounds  indeed  ! Why,  sir, 
ifl  do  not  wholly  m sundersiand  the  hismiy  pi  ins  n..n  ary 
career,  he  never  has  been  personally  engeeetiin  any  battle, 
(unless  when  a young  man,  while  serving  vv  th  Gen.  Wayne,) 
except  the  battle  of  Tippecanoe,  in  which  he  was  caught  in- 
advertently, having  shamefully  followed  the  suggestion  or  advice 
of  h;s  savage  enemy,  lo  encamp  in  a position  acknowledged  by 
himself  to  have  been  favorable  to  such  an  attack;  and  even 
there  I believe  he  escaped  unhurt,  whilst  ihe  courageous  and 
dauntless  Joseph  Hamilton  Daviess  and  his  brave  Kentucky 
friends,  fell  the  viciimsof  his  indiscreet  and  ill  judged  conduct. 
No,  sir:  General  Harrison  had  no  wounds  ol  winch  I have  ever 
heard,  to  excite  or  impel  him  to  propose  his  extravagant 
and  monstrous  schemes,  either  to  train  100,000  men  tor  six 
weeks  in  the  year,  at  the  public  expense,  or  ‘ for  the  military 
instruction  of  all  the  youth  ol  the  United  Siatcs.”  1 have 
shown  thathis  letter  to  Governor  Scott,  of  Kentucky  of  the 
1 0th  of  March,  1839,  written  three  years  beTore  the  war,  con- 
tained both  propositions. 

Mr.  President:  1 will  detain  the  Senate  no  longer.  I think 
I have  said  enough  to  satisfy  all  reasonable  and  lair  men,  that 
Mr.  Poinsett’s  projet  for  reorganizing  and  disciplining  the 
militia,  does  not. contain  all  those  startling  features  ol  monstro- 
sity, which  have  been  ascribed  to  it  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  here,  and  by  his  political  friends  elsewhere.  1 have 
shown,  loo,  that  however  objectionable  the  plan  of  Mr.  Poin- 
sett may  be,  censure  comes  with  a bad  grace  from  the  sup- 
porters of  General  Hairison,  who  has  outstripped  all  who 
have  preceded  or  followed  after  him,  in  regard  to  the  time  he 
would  require  ’training  and  the  expenditures  he  wouidmake 
from  thepublic  Treasury— even  “by  laying  on  additional  taxes5*- 
—independent  of  the  enormous  expense  ofh.is  system  ol  univer- 
sal military  instruction, lor  our  youth.  And,  s r,  I have,  esta- 
blished (as  I believe)  by  clear  and  indisputable  documentary 
proof,  that  Gen  Harrison  was  a black  cockade  federalist  du- 
ring  the  administration  of  the  elder  Adame,  and  that  he  remains  a 
Federalist,  even  unto  this  day. 

I thank  the  Senate  for  the  kind  indulgence  with  which  they 
have,  honored  me. 


Note  — More  the  speech  was  delivered,  I find  i he  first  section 
of  the. bill,  reported  by  General  Harrison  in  January,  181  (re- 
quires every  private'ol  the  miiina  to  “ provide  himseli  with  a 
good  musket,”  or  “ wuh  a good  rifle,”  and  other  equipments^ 
as  proposed  by  Mr.  Poinst  tr.  and  as  now  r<  q Hired  by  the  act  of 
May  8 1792  The  same  bill,  in  the  Jfith  se.cnoo.  declared  “That 
i he  officers  and  non-commissioned  officers,  when  encamped,  (as 
was  required,)  under  the  preceding  provisions,  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  the  rules  and  ar  deles  <J  war , &c.”  Consequently,  as 
•egards  the  individual  ex;  ease  of  the  militia  anfijng  ihemeeivefij 
Mr.  Poinsett  but  follow-  d the  example  of  General  Harrison,  ae 
well  as  General  Knox, 


